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1954 LEGISLATIVE PROGRAMS OF THE AMERICAN LEGION, 
VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS, DISABLED AMERICAN 
VETERANS, AND AMERICAN VETERANS OF WORLD 
WAR II 


THURSDAY, JANUARY 28, 1954 


House or R&ePRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., pursuant to adjournment, in room 
356, Old House Office Building, Hon. Edith Nourse Rogers, chair- 
man, presiding. 

The CoatrMan. The committee will please come to order. 

We today are to hear three of the great veterans organizations. 
The United Spanish War Veterans were coming today, but I have a 
telegram from Mr. Shroyer, the commander in chief, and it states: 

Regret exceedingly that I am detained in Chattanooga and will be unable to 
attend Veterans’ Committee hearings on Thursday. 

He will appear at a later date. 

And the Veterans of Foreign Wars will appear on the 16th of Feb- 
1uary. They will not be ready for today. 

It is a great pleasure to have you here, and all the other members 
of the committee will tell you also how glad they are to have you 
before this committee, that was created to help you with your prob- 
lems. 

Later on, I want all of the committee members to introduce them- 
selves, but I thought I would wait a few minutes for that until all of 
the members come. 

Will the American Legion commander please testify first and give 
his program? 

Mr. Cretella will introduce him. But may I first speak of our great 
pride in the commander, because Commander Connell was born in 
Dorchester, Mass., and his mother and brother and sisters live there 
now. His mother is 82 years old and is certainly a grand lady. When 
the commander came to Boston for meetings, he had an ovation wher- 
ever he went. 

We are extremely proud of you, Mr. Commander. 

Mr. Connetu. Thank you, Mrs. Rogers. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Cretella? 

Mr. Creretta. Madam Chairman, members of the committee, and 
fellow Legionnaires, it is my happy privilege this morning to present 
Mr. Connell to you. While you have maintained and stated that he 
is a resident of or at least born in Massachusetts, let us not get into 
the Texas controversy. We of Connecticut are proud of Art Connell. 

He is very close to me insofar as distance is concerned, and I have 
known Art for many years and consider him a close friend, a man who 
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has been devoted to Americanism, devoted to the service which he is 
so proud to report here today. He has been found to be a loyal 
citizen of Connecticut, devoted to the activities which he has under- 
taken in veterans’ affairs, a man whose home town of Middletown, 
Conn., only 20 miles from my own hometown, is very proud of him, 
and wherein he participates in many civic affairs. 

Again I want to repeat that Connecticut, as well as the United 
States, is proud to have a man of Art Connell’s ability as the head, the 
national commander, of this great organization. And ladies and 
gentlemen, it is with great pride that I formally present to you Art 
Connell, national commander of the American Legion. [Appilause.] 

Mr. Connetu. Thank you very much. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Connell, I presume you would prefer not to 
have any questions asked during your statement. 

Mr. Connetu. I would like very much to read my statement and 
interpolate as I may and then subject myself to questions later. 
Thank You. 


STATEMENT OF ARTHUR J. CONNELL, NATIONAL COMMANDER, 
THE AMERICAN LEGION 


Mr. Connetu, I certainly appreciate, first of all, Madam Chair- 
man and members of the committee, the introduction of my friend, 
Congressman Cretella. We are neighbors. He did indicate that he 
knew I was loyal to American institutions. He appare ntly refers to 
the fact that 1 understand that I have been recently checked by the 
FBI before I was placed on the Public Advisory Board of the F oreign 
Operations Administration. I expect that is what he referred to 
particularly. 

As a leader of the American Legion, I have felt that it was better 
that I not register with either political party, and that has been my 
position, but I am very happy that bei President saw fit to place me 
on that advisory boa rd, because it gives me another opportunity to 
give service to my God and to my country. 

I one want to say that I am most proud to have been born in a 
State that has produced such a very able Member of the Congress 
and such a real true friend of the American veterans as you are, 
Madam Chairman, bere today. And thank you very much for the 
reference to my mother, Mis. Rogers. I do appreciate it. She is a 
wonderful person and it was nice to have had that display of affection 
by the people of my home State last week in Massachusetts. 

I think Congressman Cretella tried to get her here, but bis per- 
suasive powers are not as good as they often are. 

Mr. Crerewua, I failed. 

Mr. Marruews. That is the only thing you have failed 

Mr. Conneu. I suspect you are right. 

Madam Chairman and members, as national commander of the 
American Legion I thank you for the courtesy you have extended 
our organization and me in permitting this appearance before your 
important group to discuss the questions that are a matter of public 
concern in the field of veterans’ benefits. 

I want to say that in this first appearance before your committee 
we of the American Legion are extremely proud of the individuals 
who head up our various divisions, Miles Kennedy, our legislative 
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director, T. O. Kraabel, our rehabilitation director. I want you to 
know that all” our staffs are at the service of you gentlemen of the 
committee and ladies of the committee, and that we will give only 
factual information to you, highly documented, because we are not 
interested in making any wild statements. I am not interested in 
page 1 publicity. I prefer to be on the editorial page. I think that 
the American Legion is a great asset to this Nation, and we can only 
remain so if we give you true facts and not try to color them in any 
way, and those are my instructions to the staff, and I am sure that 
they will be carried out. 

In my official capacity I accept wholly the expression made early 
in the life of our organization which says that 


as long as there is an ex-serviceman who is not properly compensated or hospital- 
ized; as long as there is a family of an ex-serviceman who should have govern- 
mental care, we are pledged to a duty that is above every other—to see that the 
men who gave without stint to their country are properly cared for, and their 
families properly protected. 


And, since your committee was created for the purpose of dealing 
with the questions that surround the distribution of veterans’ benefits, 
I have the feeling that this is a proper place to discuss many questions 
that are a matter of continuing interest to us. 

During the first session of this Congress your committee was 
engaged in an exhaustive study of the operation of various phases of 
veterans affairs. We are familiar with the reports that have come 
from your studies of these matters. We are awaiting your other 
reports, and your recommendations, with the greatest interest. 

We think it is appropriate to express our thanks to the members of 
your committee who extended their activities beyond the jurisdiction 
of this particular committee of Congress and furnished a h strong 
support for veterans affairs on legislation affecting veterans being 
handled by other groups in the Congress. Because your members 
have this compelling interest in all veterans’ affairs we are hope ‘ful 
that you will not object to our discussion of some matters which are 
not the direct concern of this body, but nevertheless may come to 
your attention as you are called upon to cast your votes, as Members 
of the House of Representatives. 

We ask you to give earnest consideration to our current legislative 
program. A copy of our National Legislative Bulletin containing 
this program is attached. It is modest in the extreme. For the most 
part it seeks to correct inequities. We bring before you no broad new 
concepts of veterans’ legislation. We feel that this is not the time to 
be -_ aking such requests. 

e have not accepted the discrimination which says one group of 
gn service-disabled shall receive one rate of compensation, while 
another group gets a lower rate. The leg amputee with a 40-percent 
rating is, in our opinion, entitled to a 15-percent cost of living increase 
along with this fellow combat-disabled veteran having a higher rate 
of disability. 

We think your committee should correct that inequity for the less 
than 50 percent disabled veteran. 

We hope you will agree with us that the Veterans’ Administration 
shall be retained as the single agency handling veterans’ affairs. 
This is not to say that we do not reserve the right to make recommenda- 
tions for the improvement of that agency. Our purpose in making 
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this statement is to restate our position that it is not necessary to 
tear down the house to repair a leak in the faucet. 

Since your committee is the repository of so much information 

regarding veterans benefits we hope you will permit me to name just 
a portion of the program that, in our opinion, comes under the heading 

of ‘Veterans’ affairs.” It will be apparent to you that the listing 
i shall make is not intended to be conclusive since it does not touch 
upon questions such as veterans’ preferences and some of the benefits 
such as military retirement pay not ordinarily considered by your 
committee. 

To name these benefits is to show their importance. There are 
compensation and pension for the disabled veterans and for their 
dependents. There is the program of medical, hospital, and domi- 
ciliary care. 

The readjustment and rehabilitation field includes loans for homes, 
farms, and business. There is, in another field, job counseling and 
placement. To these may be added education and training, unem- 
ployment compensation, mustering-out pay, and insurance. 

Special attention has been given those disabled who need a partic- 
ular type of house, to other prosthetic appliances, to outpatient care 
for service-incurred disabilities, to some forms of retirement pay, and 
the almost completed program of adjusted compensation. 

These and other benefits that may be enumerated did not come into 
being full-flowered. Theirs has been a slow growth. This has been 
a growth conditioned by the periods in which our wars have been 
fought, and based always on the principle that to him who has borne 
wr battle there goes the everlasting gratitude of a Nation. 

{As the Nation has grown great, as its wealth and population have 
increased, our wars have spread over the world. The numbers who 
have been engaged in our wars have grown proportionately and it is 
axiomatic that the veteran population will share in such a growth. 

We ask your committee to be on guard against those who cry out 
at the number of veterans, at the dollar costs of the veterans-benefit 
programs. You and I know that, for the most part, the total veteran 
populs ution is only rarely considered by our Government in the dis- 
tribution of such benefits. 

No reasoning person, or organization, argues that there should be 
free hospitalization for 20 millions of veterans. And there should 
be no critic of veterans’ affairs who will criticize the provision of 
medical and hospital benefits which will put the sick, broke veteran 
back into the production line where he may contribute, along with 
the other taxpayers, to the cost of such programs. 

[It is our basic belief that the veteran has, and should have, an 
honored place in the life of the Nation. He was specially selected 
when he was called to duty. <A preference in his favor was then and 
there established, and, so long as he remains a law-abiding citizen, 
there should be none to deny him that preference, or the fruits thereof. 

No criticism attaches to the Government for providing for the cor- 
rection of the economic and educational disadvantage to which the 
veteran has been subjected as a part of his military life. By now it 
has become pretty well established that a young man called to duty 
in the Armed Forces, may thereafter expect a program designed to 
permit him to complete his education. 
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How, then, is it bad for the Government to provide for the correc- 
tion of a disability when such correction will keep a veteran off the 
breadline, will permit him to care for his loved ones through regular 
employment, merely by giving him care and treatment in a Veterans’ 
Administration medical and hosiptal care program. 

Recently the New York Times carried a featured story supplied by 
the North American Newspaper Alliance pointing out that though 
shooting wars had ended, the cost has gone on beyond such limiting 
dates due to the costs of caring for disabled veterans. 

We did not agree with all the implications of the article, though we 
did accept some of its details as a clear statement of the belief we have 
long held that veterans benefits are a direct, if delayed, cost of war. 
The necessity for veterans benefit programs is basic to the same extent 
and degree that war is the last weapon of diplomacy. 

It is a fallacy to attempt to show, as some critics of veterans benefits 
have done, that the cost of veterans benefits is growing out of all 
proportion to the cost of other items of governmental operation. 
Recent studies have shown that veterans benefit programs are in line 
vith the increase in the national wealth and income. In fact there 
have been periods in the past when veterans benefits have been a 
much higher percentage of the national income and cost of Govern- 
ment than they are today. 

The American Medical Association is continuing unabated its cam- 
paign to have the non-service-connected veteran denied hospital care 
and treatment under the authority the Congress heretofore has given 
the Veterans’ Administration. 

Other segments of organized medicine have joined with the AMA 
in an attempt to discredit the type of medical and hospital program 
that is operated by the VA. A medical group in Cincinnati is making 
use of every device it can muster to support its argument that the 
opening of a new VA hospital in the Cincinnati area will be detri- 
mental to the general welfare. 

When the officials of the American Medical Association were before 
your committee last year they had in mind a limited objective of 
eliminating the so-called non-service-connected general medical and 
surgical patients from care by the VA. They had a long-range pro- 
gram of eliminating care of non-service-connected veterans afflicted 
with mental disability and tuberculosis. 

In more recent months, the AMA has attacked the service- 
connected. It now admits it is against the service-connected veteran 
getting care for another physical disability which may be related in 
origin or development. And the spokesman for the AMA hierarchy 
have likewise implied that they believe those veterans who have pre- 
sumptive service-connected disabilities should be denied VA medical 
and hospital care. 

As the story unfolds further, it is possible this most powerful and 
monopolistic medical guild, the American Medical Association, having 
virtual control and guidance of the Nation’s health program costing 
$11 billion annually, and with its autocratic direction of the doctor 
from the time he is a medical student until be finally finishes his 
years of practice, will come out and flatly say no veteran should have 
care not approved by the AMA. The AMA is in an unenviable 
position when it advocates denial of care and treatment for the sick 
and disabled veteran. 


42894—54 2 
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There is evidence also in our files that indicates that at least in some 
States a contract exists between the State medical association and 
newspapers which makes it virtually impossible for the veteran’s side 
of medical questions to reach the reading public. I say this because 
after a recent speech in Denver, Colo., a doctor approached me and 
indicated that an editorial which appeared that day in the Denver 
Post had been, in his opinion, written by an official of the medical 
association of Colorado. He further gave me a contract which was a 
contract between that association, a representative of the American 
Medical Association, and the newspapers, which in his opinion made it 
impossible for the veteran to have his side of the case, as far as hos- 
pitalization was concerned, given to the local reading public. It was 
also his information to me that such a contract exists In many States, 
and it is something that perhaps you members of the committee do not 
know, and for that reason I have suggested that it might be of much 
interest to you and worthy of your investigation. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection the material will be inserted 
here 


The matter referred to is as follows: 


CopkE OF COOPERATION 


\s adopted April 16, 1948, by representatives of the press, radio, hospitals, and 
medical profession of Colorado under the sponsorship of the Colorado State 
Medica! Society and subsequently ratified by the constituted authority of that 
the Colorado H tal Association, the Colorado Press Association, 
radio broadcasti 1 rv of Colorado 
RESPONSIBILITI OF THE COLORADO STATE MEDICAL SOCIETY 


1. The executive offices of the Colorado State Medical Society shall be available 





at all times to representatives of the press and radio to obtain authentic infor- 
nation as promptly as possible on health and medical subjects. If the information 
desired is not immediately available, it shall be the duty of the executive offices 


either to obtain the information or to locate a competent authority from which 





the press and radio can obtain it directly 

2. Officers, committee airmen, or designated spokesmen of the Colorado 
State Me dical Society mav be qu ted by name in matters of publie interest for 
purposes of authenticating information given \ list of the current spokesmen 
of the State medical society shall be supplied to the representatives of the press 
and radio and shall be kept up to date This shall not be considered by their 


colleagues as a breach of the time-honored practice of physicians to avoid personal 
best interests of the public and the profession. 

3. County and regional medical societies in Colorado have been urged to adopt 
a similar policy in regard to their officers, committee chairmen, and other desig- 


publicity since it is done in the 


nated spokesmen It is recommended that county and regional medical societies 
prepare al 1 kee Dp up-to-date sts of current spokesmen comparable to those con- 


templated in paragraph 2 above, and supply them to their local press and radio 
representatives. 

t. In matters of private practice, the wishes of the attending physician or 
surgeon shall be respected as to use of his name or direct quotation, but he shall 
give information to the press and radio where it does not jeopardize the doctor- 
patient relationship or violate the confidence, privacy, or legal rights of the patient, 
as follows 


a) In cases of accid 


ident or other emergency: the nature of injuries when 
ascertained, the degree of seriousness, probable prognosis. 

In cases of illness of a personality in whom the public has a rightful 
interest: the nature of the illness, its gravity and the current condition. 

In cases of unusual injury, illness, or treatment the above information 
and any scientific information which will lead to a better public understanding 
of the progress of medical science. Any physician becoming aware of such 
a case is urged to notify the designated spokesman of his local medical society 
at once for immediate communication of appropriate information to the press 
and radio. 








1954 LEGISLATIVE PROGRAMS 3583 


RESPONSIBILITIES OF HOSPITALS 


1. Each hospital shall designate spokesmen who shall be competent, in the 
absence = nonavailability of the attending physician, to give authentic informa- 
tion to the press and radio in emergenc y cases at any time of the day or night 
Sheeh the necessity of clearing with higher authority. These spokesmen shall 
be made known to the proper officials at all ne wspapers and radio stations in the 
community served by the hospital. Information shall be provided as rapidly as 
it can be obtained without interfering with the health of the patient. Nothing in 
this paragraph, however, contemplates the providing of any information which 
shall jeoy yardize the hospital-patient relationship, or which violates the confidence, 
priv: acy, or legal rights of the pé atient. 

2. In nonemergency cases, in the absence of or on the authorization of the 

attending physician, hospitals shall provide information to the press and radio 
on the same basis as provided in section 4 in the section on Colorado State Medical 
Society. 
3. Where information is given on hospital procedure, equipment, facilities for 
treatment, or other features of hospital service, hospital authorities shall be careful 
to refrain from giving the impression pi such facilities exist only in the hospital 
named unless that is the ascertained fac 


RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE PRESS AND RADIO 


1. Representatives of the press and radio, recognizing that the first obligation of 
the physician and hospital is to safeguard the life and health of the patient, shall 
cooperate by refraining from any action or demands that might jeopardize the 
patient’s life or health. 

2. When a physician or hospital authority is quoted directly and by name, 
representatives of the press and radio shall make certain to the best of their 
ability that the quotation is accurate both in content and in context. 

3. Representatives of the press and radio shall exercise editorial judgment to 
avoid publishing material designed solely to exploit the patient, doctor, or the 
hospital 

4. On all matters of health or medical news, representatives of the press and 
radio shall make all reasonable efforts to obtain authentic information from 
qualified sources indicated above before proceeding to publication or broadcast. 


SUPPLEMENT TO THE CopE OF COOPERATION, DECEMBER 1, 1952 
TELEVISION 


Policies and responsibilities enumerated herein shall also apply to radio pro- 
graming, being merely a reiteration of past procedure.) 


Responsibilities of the Colorado State Medical Society 


1. The Colorado State Medical Society has officially approved, through its 
public policy committee, cooperation with TV on the same level and through the 
same means used so successfully with the radio industry. The society proposes 
that the same cooperative, commonsense methods be followed and hereby declares 
its willingness to cooperate with TV thror igh existing facilities of the society. 

2. The executive offices of the society shall be available to TV personnel at all 
times for preliminary contact relative to TV programing. Where necessary 
the executive office shall guide the request to the proper medical society official 
or publicity chairman. 

3. The State society shall periodically remind its publicity committee, its 
publicity chairmen of one ent societies, and its entire membership of the obli- 
gation to cooperate with TV in the public interest, subject only to the policy 
limitations enumerated in this code. Revised copies of the code shall be distribu- 
ted to managers, program directors, and news editors of TV stations, and to 
publicity chairmen of county and district medical societies. 

1. For purposes of clarity the State society outlines the following general pro- 
cedures, which have been followed in the past with radio: 

1. A physician appearing on a program in a capacity other than as a rep- 
resentative of his profession, i. e., as county coroner, Rotary president, school- 
board member, as a candidate for publie office, etc., does not require any 
clearance for such appearance. 

2. Officers, committee chairmen, or designated spokesmen of the State 
society or its components (see list of medical spokesmen) appearing on TV 
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ion with medical and health matters do not require clearance or 
However, as a courtesy they should notify their county society 
licity chairmen of the proposed appearance 

3. Speakers at the several medical meetings conducted annually by the 
' if they desire, on TV programs arranged through 








state society, May appear, : 
public-relations department of the society without the necessity of further 
clearance or approval. Likewise, in connection with any such meetings, 
cal physicians whose presence is necessary to round out a panel or program, 
are considered to have approval for participation. Speakers at medical 
neetings not sponsored by the State society, such as the American Academy 
of General Practice, the Rocky Mountain Radiological Society, the College 
of Chest Physicians, and others, are considered to have the same blanket 
clearance as mentioned above. Local physicians connected with such meet- 
ings also have the same privileges in conformity with the code. However, 


e responsibility for arranging for participation of physicians involved in 
meetings not conducted by the Colorado State Medical Society shall rest 


vith the sponsoring group and not with the State society. Local physicians 
may clear such appearances through the publicity committee for their own 
protection if deemed desirable 
1. Requests for participation by one or more physicians in a program or 
programs projected by any of the various health statewide agencies, such as 
e Heart Association, Polio Foundation, Cancer Society, etc., and originat- 
ing in Denver, shall have prior approval of the State society’s publicity 


committee Local chapters of such organizations presenting local programs 
shall obtain prior approval for physician participation from the publicity 
committee of the Denver Medical Society Such programs originating out- 


side of Denver should have approval of the local publicity chairman for M. D. 
participation 

5. As a general policy, the State society will not approve participation of 
physicians in TV controversial political discussions or in debate on contro- 
versial issues (such as socialized medicine) unless specifically cleared. 


6. Physicians who may be invited to discuss matters which involve State 
society policy shall first obtain clearance for said appearance and also for 
hat they plan to say Such oceasions are comparatively rare, but would 


nvolve such policy and professional matters as State and national legislation, 
support of voluntary health insurance programs, nurses’ education, use of 
new drugs, ete 

Responsibilities of television 

1. The television indust: shall abide by the terms of the code with respect to 
any and all sections which affect its operations 

2. It shall refrain from involving physicians in programs whose sponsors may 
be unacceptable to the medical profession, such as patent medicine advertisers. 

3. It shall limit introductions of physicians to one essential identification, 
nsofar as possible, such as “‘president of the Colorado State Medical Society” or 

chairman of the committee on rural health” or “‘president of the Colorado Heart 
\ssociation,’? and in such introductions shall avoid unnecessary buildup of 
the doctor or doctors involved 

Mr. Connetu. Your committee, and its members individually, will 
have many matters, directly or indirectly affecting veterans, coming to 
their attention during this calendar year. 

[here are commissions and committees created by the first session 
of|this Congress which may be coming before the Congress with reports 
of their studies and recommendations. It is not certain that all such 
study reports and recommendations affecting veterans will come to the 
attention of your committee, but we hope your members will watch 
them with great interest. 

lhe President has told the Congress that the reorganization of the 
Veterans’ Administration is proceeding with his approval. 

Since 1947, the Veterans’ Administration has been the most con- 
tinuously investigated body in the Federal Government. We would 
be the last to deny to the Congress, or any of its committees, or any 
other official group, the right to investigate the Veterans’ Adminis- 
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tration. But we do believe the new Administrator of Veterans’ 
Affairs should have an opportunity to put the current reorganization 
plan in full force and effect. There are details of the plan ‘which are 
not wholly satisfying. We retain the right to criticize such details. 
It is our understanding that the Administrator has said that there will 
always be a search for ways of improving the service to veterans with- 
out violence to the general welfare. This is in accord with our plans 
down through the years. We intend to remain in the position of being 
constructive critics of the working operation of the VA programs. 

[ think you know that I, as national commander, have stated offi- 
cially that I believe the use of the nee addendum (to the 10—-P-10) 
should be given a fair trial. We have preliminary reports, scattered 
in nature, indicating that no great harm has been done the medical 
and hospital program by the use of this new form. We are told that 
the passage of a year may be required to give the form a proper testing 
time. Until that time, we shall accept it as a means of establishing 
still another form of priority for eligibility to hospitalization by the 
VA. 

We note with satisfaction that the average daily use of VA hospital 
beds has increased and that there has been a decrease in the number 
of those certified as eligible for hospitalization and awaiting ad- 
mittance. We believe this i is, in part, due to the work your me smbers 
did in getting an adequate appropriation for the operation of the 
Department of Medicine and Surgery. 

This concludes my formal statement before your committee. All 
of us are grateful to you for your careful consideration of the matters 
we bring before you. If, at this time, or any time in the future, we 
can provide any additional information that is of interest and helpful 
to you, we shall be glad to meet your requests as promptly as the 
circumstances will permit. 

May I just add one personal note. Having just come back from 
the Philippines, and having been tremendously impressed with the 
loyalty and devotion of the Philippine Nation to our Nation, and 
believing that the security of our Nation depends to a great degree 
on that loyalty of that Nation in the Far East, I am most hopeful 
that the members of this committee will support an extension of the 
Rogers bill, which we will shortly introduce to you, because the hos- 
pital that was to be created, for example, under that act is just being 
started. It was supposed to have been built 5 years ago. The 
Philippine Government was to have it turned over to them, and this 
Government was to provide for the operation of that hospital for 
some 3 years. Inasmuch as the hospital has not been created, and 
may not be built by the end of this year, and because of the loyalty 
of those people to us, fighting side by side, as they did in several wars, 
including the Korean diffic ulty, 1 am certainly hopeful that you will 
see fit to recommend to the Congress of the United States an extension 
for 5 years of the Rogers Act. 

And that will conclude my statement. 

The CuarrMan. It is a very fine statement, Mr. Commander. 
[Applause.] 

The Chair would like to introduce it into the Congressional Record, 
so that it can go all over the country. 

Mr. Connetu. Thank you very much, Mrs. Rogers. 
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The CuarrMan. I might me nition for the record that Milo Warner, 
former national commander of the American Legion, is in the audience. 

There is one question, Commander, that I would like to discuss first 
of all. Perhaps you may not want to answer the question. But I 
would like to tell you that I think the Veterans’ Administration polic y 
of turning any veteran over to the Department of Justice who is 
supposed to have sworn falsely in his affidavit for hospitalization, 
stating that he is not able to pay for it, is very reprehensible. That 
should be saved, I think, for the Communists. And I think they 
are not doing it under the laws of the Veterans’ Administration, but 
they are trying to do it under the law relative to swearing falsely to an 
affidavit. 

I asked Mr. Higley, and he said only one case had been turned over 
to the Department of Justice, and that was done before he took over. 

Mr. ConnE .t. I certainly appreciate your thinking on the matter, 
Mrs. Rogers. The position of the American Legion is that we de plore 
any abuses, if there are any, and we leave it to the Administrator to 
take such actions as he feels necessary. 

The Cuarrman. I think, Mr. Commander, that General Kearney 
has a question he wants to ask you, along the line of the hospitalization 
of nonservice-connected cases and legislation. 

Mr. Kearney. Commander, I was chairman of the Subcommittee 
on Hospitals last year that conducted those hearings. And we came 
into those hearings with an open mind. As a matter of fact, when we 
adjourned for the summer, I think my mind was somewhat closed. 

There was testimony given by officials of the various veterans 
organizations and also the Medical Association, that you mentioned 
in your statement here today. 

Now, I will stand corrected from any member of the subcommittee 
who was present during those hearings, but as I recollect, out of the 
thousands of cases of veterans in the hospitals, the AMA produced 
some 60, that they wouldn’t guarantee any of the 60. Whether these 
were picked out of the air or not, [ don’t know. We all know there 
are some abuses, and there always will be, because man is not perfect. 

sut as I also recollect, at least I requested the members of the veterans’ 

organizations that testified here last year to help the committee to 
also bring forth certain recommendations, and ask them, after their 
national encampment was over, if they would submit to us some 
recommendations that they had taken up at their annual convention. 
But at the present time, I do not remember of any veteran organi- 
zation— — 

Mr. Connetu. Mr. Kearney, our legislative director, has asked 
that he be allowed to answer that. I will defer to him. 

[ have a letter dated October 29. He perhaps can tell you whether 
it was ever mailed or not. 

The CHarrmMan. You have a wonderful and fine permanent staff 
here in Washington. They have been of value to all of us. Your 
Mr. Kennedy has always been so fine and cooperative in these difficult 
legislative problems. We appreciate his help. 

Mr. Kennepy (Miles Kennedy, legislative director, American 
Legion). That matter was given considerable thought by our con- 
vention rehabilitation committee. They didn’t come to a definite 
conclusion at the time. That was put over to the next meeting of 
the executive committee, our governing body between conventions. 
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That was given further study at that time, and the only thing that 
we had that came out of there, Mr. Kearney, was resolution 25, 
which I sent you under date of October the 29th, 1953, and I attached 
a copy of that. Ihave a copy with me, if you would care to look at it. 

Mr. Kearney. If that was sent to me, Miles, I will say frankly | 
have never seen it. I would like a copy for the record. 

Mr. Kennepy. I have extra copies with me, if I may be permitted 
to incorporate them in the record. 

The CHarrMan. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

(The document referred to follows:) 


THe AMERICAN LEGION, 
NATIONAL LEGISLATIVE COMMISSION, 
Washington, dD. C4 October 29, 1958. 
Hon. BERNARD W. (Pat) KEARNEY, 

Chairman, Subcommittee on Hospitals, 

House Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 

Old House Office Building, Washington, D. C. 


DEAR CONGRESSMAN KEARNEY: Referring to the recent hearings before the 
Subcommittee on Hospitals of the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs of the House of 
Representatives, and in keeping with your request that we submit to you the 
current policy of the American Legion relative to the care of non-service-connected 
disabled vetersns, I would advise that this matter was given serious consideration 
at the 1953 National Convention of the American Legion, and also at the October 
15-17, 1953 meeting of our natidnal executive committee. 

Enclosed please find a copy of resolution No. 25, unanimously adopted by the 
American Legion National Executive Committee at its said meeting, which sets 
forth the American Legion’s policy declaration on Veterans’ Administration hos- 
pital care of non-service-connected disabled veterans. 

I am sending copies of this letter, together with the resolution to all members 
of the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, the House Appropriations Committee, 
the Senate Appropriations Committee, the Senate Finance Committee, and the 
Senate Labor and Public Welfare Committee. 

If consistent, I would appreciate your causing this letter to be incorporated in 
the record of the hearings before the Subcommittee on Hospitals. 

With kindest personal regards, I am 

Sincerely yours, 
Mites D. KENNEDy, Director. 


AMERICAN LEGION Poticy DECLARATION ON VETERANS’ ADMINISTRATION Hosp!- 
rAL CARE OF NON-SERVICE-CONNECTED DISABLED 


RESOLUTION NO. 25 


(Unanimously adopted by the American Legion National Executive Committee at 
its meeting at Indianapolis, Ind., October 15--17, 1953) 


Whereas there has developed throughout the United States considerable 
agitation against the hospitalization of veterans in Veterans’ Administration 
facilities in the category generally classified as non-service-connected cases; and 

Whereas it has been alleged that a substantial portion of veterans seeking 
hospital care in the non-service-connected category either are fully capable of pay- 
ing for hospital and medical care or, if indigent, should be returned to their com- 
munities as charity cases; and 

Whereas the American Legion, after a searching inquiry and intimate investiga- 
tion of approximately 5,000 non-service-connected cases in general, medical, and 
surgical hospitals of the Veterans’ Administration, finds no material or significant 
evidence to support either the contention that they had ability to pay for their 
hospitalization or were otherwise unworthy of hospital care as provided by the 
law (Public Law No. 312, 74th Cong., approved August 23, 1935); and 

Whereas national organizations embracing the medical profession have re- 
peatedly made public statement and representation that there is widespread 
imposition upon the Federal Government by veterans seeking medical care for 
non-service-connected disabilities by falsely swearing as to their financial and 
economic ability to pay for their hospital and medical care; and 
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Whereas when opportunity was extended to these organizations to submit 
evidence to the Congress, this resulted either in the presentation of material 
which proved to be false or inaccurate or they declined to cooperate with the 
committee by refusing to give the evidence they contended that they possessed 
p. 2454 et seq., hearings of the Subcommittee on Hospitals of the Committee on 
Veterans Affairs, House of Representatives, 83d Cong., lst sess., July 1953, and 
appendix of the same, p. 2910, also p. 2816 of the same) ; and 


‘ Whereas certain information provided to Members of the Congress and used by 
them in open session of the House of Representatives was supplied by the General 
Accounting Office of the Federal Government which, on investigation, was 
found to be incomplete and misleading thereby conveying to the Congress and 
the people of the United States a false impression of this problem (p. 2782 ff. 
and ibid.); and 


Whereas the right of American veterans to preferred treatment as a special 
class by reason of their military service has been long established as public policy 
ipported by specific legislation extending throughout the history of our country. 


See statement of Robert H. McCurdy, chairman, national rehabilitation com- 
mission, the American Legion, hearings before the Committee on Veterans’ 
Affairs, House of Representatives, 83d Cong., Ist sess., March 4, 1953); and 


Whereas this campaign opposing the care of veterans as a class, is entirely false 
in premise and is in direct contradiction to the will of the American people as 
repeatedly expressed through the enactments of the Congress: and 

Whereas this misrepresentation is detrimental to the welfare of our country and 
operates to deny to the sick and the disabled veteran privileges and entitlements 
which the American people desire that they receive: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the National Executive Committee of The American Legion in regular 

veeting assembled at Indianapolis, Ind., October 15, 16 and 17, 1953, That, in 

specific answer to a request of the chairman of the Subcommittee on Hospitals 
of the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs of the House of Representatives, we 
declare this to be the policy of The American Legion respecting the care of 
nonservice-connected cases: 

1. We support and sustain without equivocation or alteration the laws presently 
in force granting hospital care to veterans who are unable to pay for the same. 

2. We support and sustain the present policy of the United States Veterans’ 
Administration in applying the order of priorities fixed by law and regulations in 
processing applications for hospital admission. _ 

3. We will continue to cooperate with the United States Congress and the 
Veterans’ Administration in seeing that the purpose and requirements of this law 
are observed; and we believe that violations of the law if, when, and as discovered 
should be prosecuted. 

1. We resent the implications by those groups and organizations which oppose 
the position of the American Legion as stated above that nonservice-connected 
disabled veterans, as a group, are perjurers; and be it further 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be provided to all members of the 
House Committee on Veterans’ Affairs and to other appropriate committees of 
the Congress. 

Mr. Kearney. The reason I bring that up, Commander, is this: 
[ think I can read between the lines in your statement. And there is 
no need of kidding ourselves. We all know that there is an attack on 
the veterans of this country and the Veterans’ Administration by 
powerful groups, some of them veterans and some of them nonveterans. 
And I, for one, agree in total with your statement that the Veterans’ 
Administration should be retained as a single agency. I am not in 
favor, by hook or crook, of breaking up that agency. 

Mr. Connetu. This letter and this resolution, Mr. Kearney, will 
certainly indicate the position of the Legion. It tells about the 5,000 
cases that we have investigated. And I am sure that it will give you 
some satisfactory ammunition in your determination to see that the 
VA is not broken up. 

Mr. Kearney. | have just been handed a note, here, which states 
that the AMA refused to furnish any names, and the National Medical 
Veterans’ Association furnished about 30. That is a pretty good 
record, out of the thousands of veterans that are hospitalized. 
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Mr. Conne ui. Well, as I said in the opening, sir, we certainly will 
document everything that we say, and it will be at your disposal. 

Mr. Secrest, I think that the most complete study that I know 
of in my time in Congress was made of the hospitalization program 
by this committee and subcommittee in the last Congress. 

And every, case submitted to us was investigated not only with all 
the resources we had but by the General Accounting Office. And the 
man most familiar with that is Mr. Saylor; and I think at this point 
in the record he should be given our experience with those 30 cases, and 
the only 30 cases that were handed to us as outstanding abuses of this 
program, none of which held up in my opinion. 

Mr. Saytor. Thank you, Mr. Secrest. 

As Mr. Secrest stated, there was submitted to us a list of about 30 
cases. I asked the clerk of our committee, Colonel Standish, to 
prepare a letter to the General Accounting Office, asking the General 
Accounting Office to investigate these cases completely and to furnish 
the committee with the results. 

After the General Accounting Office had completed their investiga- 
tion, we attached to pages 2910 and 2910—A of the entitlement and 
eligibility of veterans for hospital care and out-patient dental treat- 
ment, of our hearings last year, and there is itemized case by case, 
giving only the number and not the name of anybody, what the cases 
were. And it is remarkable to find that there were only 22 cases that 
had even been in the hospital; that a number of the cases that had been 
given to us had not even been in the hospital. Some of the cases, if 
you will examine them you will find, were service-connected cases. 
And when the report came back, Mr. Secrest and I, together with the 
staff of the committee, called into a little session the group who had 
presented their names and asked them whether or not they had any 
reason to believe that this was a planted list—because of the fact 
that it just did not bear up. 

And even under the closest scrutiny that was made of those cases, 
in my opinion, and I think Mr. Secrest will concur in it, there was only 
one that was a justifiable violation of the veterans’ preference clause. 

When I explain to you the circumstances of that case, I just leave 
it to the discretion of the American public as to whether or not even 
that was a violation. 

A doctor, by the way, a medical doctor, was attending a patient in 
a VA hospital, as a VA doctor, and suffered a heart attack and was put 
in bed in the hospital. I will just let the American public determine 
whether or not a service doctor, a man who actually was a doctor, 
should be required to be taken out of the hospital in which he had the 
heart attack and put in an ambulance and transported somewhere else 
rather than put in an available bed. It might have been that the 
doctor should have paid afterward. But certainly that is the most 
flagrant case that they had. 

[ might say to you that the committee is very familiar with the 
several hundred cases that were submitted to the Appropriations 
Committee. That list was turned over to General Kearney, and at 
his direction I again asked the staff to submit that list to the General 
Accounting Office. While we do not have the official report, I am 
awaiting it with interest. 

Mr. Kearney. I would just like to say to the commander that on 
that new addendum to 10—P-10, on the hospitals I have visited this 

42894— 54-3, 
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summer and fall, the managers of those particular hospitals are 
doing a conscientious job. 

I do not believe that under the law where there will be any question 
of any prosecution. For the simple reason that with the scope granted 
the managers of the hospitals, there would be a question there of 
whom to prosecute. 

Mr. ConNgELL. My experience around the country is the same as 
yours, Mr. Congressman. I have talked with a lot of VA adminis- 
trators and heads of hospitals, and I find that the people, in most cases, 
in all but one or two perhaps, around the country, that have signed 
those forms—there are only one or two that have been stopped be- 
cause of the form. One or two have thought a little more about it. 

Mr Kearney. Before I yield the floor to my good friend from 
Tennessee, I want to say that we had better put on the battle belts 
this year, because we are going to have a fight. 

Mr. Conne.Lu. | have mine on, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Can you appear before us at a later date? 

Mr. Connetu. I would be very happy to. 

The Cuarrman. There are two other organizations to testify, 
you see. 

Mr. Evins. I would like to say that I endorse what Mr. Saylor 
and the subcommittee chairman have said, that not only has the 
Legion made surveys, and other veterans’ organizations, but this 
committee made an exhaustive survey, and we found no appreciable 
number of irregular or illegal or improper admissions. They were 
negligible. It would seem to me that the findings of our committee 
and the findings from independent studies should put at rest these 
many charges that great numbers if illegal and improper admissions 
are being made into the VA hospitals. We just do not find them. 
And I want to confirm what others have said in that regard. 

Mr. Connetu. Thank you very much, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. The gentleman from Ohio, Mr. Ayres. 

Mr. Ayres. Mr. Commander, you stated in your statement, which 
is not printed in here, but you mentioned it, that you were not in- 
terested in page 1 publicity, and I commend you on that statement. 
We spent all last week, in this committee, holding hearings in connec- 
tion with a veterans’ organization that perhaps has been getting too 
much page 1 publicity that was not too favorable. 

Now, the construction of all of the veterans organizations and 
their success depends upon having ample finances to operate with. 
In gaining those finances, naturally, you have to have fund-raising 
methods. And I am wondering if you, as the commander of the largest 
veterans organization, are concerned about the attitude that the 
general public are taking toward moneys being donated to that 
organization. 

Mr. Connewu. Naturally, Mr. Kearney, I am concerned with any- 
thing that hurts any veteran, whether a member of the American 
Legion or not. The American Legion is engaged in no fund-raising 
operations. We haven't been since 1924-25, when we raised money 
for our national endowment fund, which supplies most of the money 
for our rehabilitation and child welfare. Occasionally some indi- 
vidual may make a bequest to us, but we are not engaged in a public 
raising of funds, except as far as selling poppies, ‘and poppy day, 
might be concerned. So we are not concerned at the moment with 
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that type of an operation. But we are concerned that the general 
public may feel, because of testimony that has been given, perhaps 
in some cases unfairly, that it certainly will hurt every veteran 
organization. 

Mr. Ayres. In view of that possibility, of it hurting every veteran 
organization, and realizing that without ample funds you cannot 
perform the service that you are performing to the veteran, would 
you believe it advisable for all of the veterans organizations chartered 
by the Congress to agree on some method or code authorizing various 
fund-raising methods? 

Mr. ConneE.u. I certainly wouldn’t oppose that in principle. I 
would like to see exactly what was written. In my town of Middle- 
town, Conn., where I live, I have always asked that an ordinance be 
created that would require any organization that solicited money on 
the streets of the town to, prior to that solicitation, give a financial 
accounting of how they spent the money the previous year. I believe 
in that type of an operation. 

Mr. Ayres. As the gentleman from New York pointed out, we are 
going to have a battle on our hands to offset some of the pressure 
groups that are fighting against veterans benefits. And it certainly 
would be helpful, in my judgment, if the public could be given the 
assurance that the moneys that they contribute to veterans organiza- 
tions go for the work that all of the veterans organizations intend. 

Mr. ConnELL. The way we get more money is to sell more member- 
ships in the American Legion, and that is what we are doing. 

Mr. Ayres. You have my dues. 

Mr. Conne.tu. I am very happy to have them. If there is any 
member of the committee who hasn’t paid his dues this year, we would 
be happy to have that, too. 

Mr. Evins. Commander, in view of the fact that representatives 
of the auxiliary committee of the American Medical Association, as we 
call it, the Junior Medical Association, used such phrases as “Empty 
the beds and turn them out now,” the American Legion, being the 
great fighting organization it is, might get a few headlines to combat 
those statements. 

Mr. Connetu. Well, as I said, sir, the American Legion can have 
its prestige enhanced more by favorable editorial comment than by 
first-page headlines. It is very easy to get those. I have had several 
opportunities in the past few days to get those. But I am a conserva- 
tive from New England, sir, and I realize that longstanding good 
public opinion is better than a temporary headline. 

Mr. Evins. You are quite right about that, but I am giving you 
the statements some people are making regarding the admission of 
veterans to hospitals. 

Mr. ConneE uu. I think they can’t document what they have to say, 
these people. They are the third most powerful lobby here in Con- 
gress, and they certainly are sending out a lot of pamphlets and 
literature. We can prove our case, and they can’t theirs. 

Mr. Evins. You are right. 

The CHarrMAN. They seem to forget we would not have a free 
country today if it was not for men like those you represent. 

Mr. Tracur. | was very much interested in your comment about 
the Philippines, Mr. Commander. What happened about the hospi- 
tal over there? 
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Mr. Conne.u. I am not sure, sir, what delaved it. I believe it 
was a question of getting contractors. The footings have just been 
put in. There are almost as many contractors as there are buildings 
going up. So that there has been a tremendous delay in getting that 
started, perhaps because of local labor conditions, as much as any- 
thing. The Filipino who has been given some hospitalization, and 
who hasn’t got the maximum benefits of that hospitalization, is very 
much concerned that at the end of the vear, “This is going to all 
stop. The hospital won’t be created.” The 3 years that our Gov- 
ernment was going to run it won’t be available. The Filipino Gov- 
ernment is doing a tremendous job, in my opinion, spending their 
own money to raise the economic ~ vel of the country, but it would 
certainly pinch them financially to have to support that hospital. 
I don’t know whether some aoe can be worked out. 

| found, for example, that American veterans, American citizens, 
residing permanently in the Philippines, have no place to go for hos- 
pitalization. And there is the question whether or not something 
could be worked out to include a floor or a part of that hospital, 
or something, to give them hospitalization, whether that might be 
part of the overall picture in extending the Rogers Act. 

Mr. Tracue. J am sure you were impressed with the new President 
over there. 

Mr. Connetu. I certainly was, sir; and all the officials. And I 
think for the first time in the history of that new nation, they will 
have an administration that will not be corrupt. President Mag- 
saysay is continually going out into the barrios with the lower class 
of people, getting them to work, making them realize that they have 
got to sustain themselves by the land that is now being irrigated, 
and he has the loyalty of those people, and they cartainly are im- 
mensely loval to him. 

Mr. Teacur. I think, Madam Chairman, the Bureau of the Budget 
this vear did well with the Veterans’ Administration, and if the Con- 
gress will just behave now we will come out very well. 

Mr. Connex. He has taken the words right out of my mouth, 
Madam Chairman. I think it is a very fair budget if the Congress 
will behave 

The Cuarrman. In other words, you think the President has done 
fairly well along that line? 

Mr. Connetu. Yes. 

The CHArRMAN. I heard him say, and I am going to quote him: 
| don’t think he would mind—that he had heard of no plan for dis- 
memberment of the Veterans’ Administration. He expects to have 
all of the six departments of the Veterans’ Administration functioning. 

There is one thing we will have to work for, and that is that as I 
understand it, there is a hundred thousand dollars of funds being 
taken from the prosthetic appliance research work. We will all fight 
for that. 

I am glad you have brought that up, Commander. 

Mr. Connetu. I would be happy to go along with the President. 

The CHatrRMAN. This committee has to fight for what we think is 
right. 

Mr. Connetu. We think the people of the United States, through 
their duly elected representatives, have been very generous to the 
veterans, and we certainly applaud them. 





1954 LEGISLATIVE PROGRAMS 3593 


The CHairmMan. Mr. Edmondson? 

Mr. EpmMonpson. Both as a member of the committee and a news- 
paperman and a fellow Legionnaire, | was very much disturbed by the 
testimony you gave about the existence of contracts between the 
medical profession and newspapers to keep the veterans’ side of the 
hospital question out of the papers. 

I think if you have time for that and could elaborate on it a little 
bit, it is something definitely we should have more details on if you 
have them in your possession at this time. 

Mr. Conne.u. I have a contract which was submitted to me, by 
one of the doctors out there, which, as I recall the language, makes it 
virtually the duty of the newspapers to check with the medical associa- 
tion on all matters with reference to medicine or medical projects. 
And the people in Colorado feel, as did this doctor, that it precludes the 
veterans’ side of hospitalization and medical subjects being given a 
fair hearing in the newspapers of Colorado. 

Mr. EpmMonpson. That is in the city of Denver; is it? 

Mr. ConneE tut. This is in the city of Denver, sir. It is between the 
Colorado Medical Association, which I believe is the correct name, 
and the newspapers of that area. 

Mr. EpMonpson. Is there any consideration as a basis for that 
contract? 

Mr. Conne t. I frankly didn’t read that all through. I was told, 
however, that this was in vogue in other States. And I shall be very 
happy to have our staff give you a copy of that contract so that you 
can pursue it yourself, 

Mr. EpmMonpson. | certainly would like to see that. If there is a 
matter of consideration flowing from the society to any newspaper in 
return for a commitment that would have the effect of depriving the 
columns of the newspapers of news concerning medical care for 
veterans, I think that it would be a matter of concern to the people 
to know about. 

Mr. Connetu. I can say this: that two jurists of the Colorado 
courts who were in the audience that night suggested that the Ameri- 
can Legion should take steps to have such contracts dissolved. 

Mr. Kearney. Will the gentleman yield there? 

Mr. EpmMonpson. Yes. 

Mr. Kearney. On that, Mr. Commander, let me say that the 
Subcommittee on Hospitals will hold further hearings. And any 
organization, whether veteran or nonveteran, that has any construc- 
tive suggestions, not wild statements, or even in the case that you 
just referred to, we shall be very glad to have them come before this 
committee and testify. But, as I say, we are not here to listen to 
wild statements in order to get newspaper headlines. What we are 
looking for is facts and constructive suggestions. 

Mr. Conne.t. I know you are not inferring that 1 am making any 
wild statement. 

Mr. Kearney. No, I am talking about the contracts now. 

Mr. Conne tu. I will have a copy of the contract prepared and 
given to each member of the Veterans’ Affairs Committee. 

Mr. Kearney. I did not infer that the commander was making 
any wild statements. But I do say that if there is such a plan on 
foot in Colorado or any other State, it seems to me it should be brought 
out into the open. 
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Mr. Connett. I shall have a copy of the contract given to each 
member of the Veterans’ Affairs Committee. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Commander, I am extremely grateful, and I 
know each member of the committee is, to you for your testimony. 
Each time I hear you speak, I am very much impressed at your 
moderation and your fairness. You evince a very genuine interest 
in your fellow veterans. 

Mr. Connexu, Thank you very much. I am certainly grateful to 
you and the members of the committee. 

The Cuarrman. It is a very nice committee. 

Mr. Connewu, I am sure it is. It is headed by a very lively lady. 

Mr. Kennepy. Madam Chairman, might I be permitted to submit 
for incorporation in the record a list of the members of our national 
legislative committee of the Legion, who are in Washington holding 
their semiannual conference? I appreciate the fact that times does 
not permit individual introductions, but I have the list of the names 
of the members of that commission and their home addresses, and 
with your permission I would like to have it made a part of the 
minutes this morning. 

The CuarrMAN. It will be so ordered. 

And we are going to hear you at a later date at length. 

We are always grateful to you, Mr. Kennedy. 

(The list referred to is as follows:) 


NATIONAL LEGISLATIVE COMMISSION, THE AMERICAN LEGION, 1953-54 


Jerome F. Duggan, chairman, 705 Chestnut Street, St. Louis 1, Mo. 
George L. Cleere, vice chairman, 200 College Street, Montgomery, Ala. 
Frank L. Pinola, vice chairman, Courthouse, Wilkes-Barre, Pa. 

Paul Aylward, Elsworth, Kans. 

Hon. William C. Brooker, Post Office Box 2506, Tampa, Fla. 

Hon. Howard W. Brooks, Municipal Court Building, Des Moines, Iowa 
George Ferrio, Jr., 83 Fairfield Avenue, Bridgeport, Conn. 

George E. Flood, 805 Arctic Building, Seattle 4, Wash. 

Richard J. Freshwater, Denham Springs, La. 

Vincent A. Maher, 15 Main Street, Hackensack, N. J. 

W. O. MeClellan, 227 Eastern Heights Boulevard, Elyria, Ohio 

W. H. MeMains, 1135 National Press Building, Washington, D. C. 
Harry G. Miller, 424 West Elm Street, El Dorado, Ark. 

Wiley M. Pickens, 2134 Cowper Drive, Raleigh, N. C. 

Jack A. Porter, Post Office Box 1462, Tulsa, Okla. 

Dr. Thomas J. Powers, 44 Bromfield Street, Boston, Mass. 

Paul 8. Samuels, 54 Market Street, Poughkeepsie, N. Y. 

Elmer W. Sherwood, 801 Union Title Building, Indianapolis, Ind. 
Bradley R. Taylor, 10 South Oneida Street, Rhinelander, Wis. 


LEGISLATIVE COMMISSION LIAISON COMMITTEE (N. E. C.) 


Dr. A. R. Choppin, chairman, care of Louisiana State University, Baton Rouge, 
La. 


THE AMERICAN LEGION AUXILIARY NATIONAL LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE 


Mrs. A. J. Breaux, chairman, 1215 American National Bank Building, Beaumont, 
Tex. 

Mrs. Alexander H. Gray, vice chairman, 706 North Lafayette Street, Browns- 
ville, Tenn. 

Mrs. Ralph J. Williams, 1345 10th Street, Marion, Iowa 
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]From the National Legislative Bulletin, published by the national legislative commission 
the American Legion 


Your 1954 LeaGisutaTivE PRoGRAM 


This summary of the current legislative program of the American Legion was 
developed as a convenient reference for national and department officers of the 
Legion and Auxiliary, and for subscribers to the National Legislative Bulletin. 
We suggest it be retained. 

Active resolutions are shown; a few minor ones were purposely omitted. These 
were adopted at the New York convention in 1952 (New York, 1952), the St. 
Louis convention in 1953 (St. Louis, 1953), or at interim meetings of the national 
executive committee (NEC—date). All are official legislative mandates of the 
American Legion. 

Legislation already introduced in the 83d Congress is indicated by bill or resolu- 
tion numbers in right column. S. indicates a Senate bill; H. R. a House of Repre- 
sentatives bill; S. Res. or H. Res. means Senate or House Resolutions which only 
affect rules or organization of originating body and need not be considered by the 
other. S. J. Res. or H. J. Res. are joint resolutions requiring approval of both 
Houses and the President before becoming effective. 

Legion resolutions are arranged according to subject matter, wherever practi- 
cable. 





= =e a Se 












































XS OS 
*1S7Z Y H Peps ae Mm “ALOU F, 10/pur PY ( 
4-H AVIS SBISIDAO a 4I8}s3 plop “440A MON 
SYOVAINOTd--STVINOWAWN—SHINALIK AO 
h6S “UY S MELINO 
essoddg 
f i H ‘$281 '°S } I 1 
YH ‘OF “soy “s }0U 9 LOAQGNS Bury So 
Th 
et 
a 
< 
o vIY 1 94} 10} pavog ft BN 4OJ SU t 
& 5 £861 ‘str 
me } {*S ‘68 ‘S0u "H Bypuy ur G61 “a 
py 
’ 1 ~ 6 At 
ea ISTLOH OUT AA I yyenbiye pure a SU‘) I ‘ Teuopen oe 
° i ¢ } 42 . Gt 
= 68 Ly { a 5 — - 1} a 1 “440% MON 
= LJ 0 | mj 03 Ny It £861 “s|no'y 49 
E f 
a #60 \ x Z 1 ‘°H 
2 4 R08 . oT jooy and yj } ) [vlopey osoddyg iV 1 
. PSI HH }HONpe WA }AI}OB IAQNS Ot pas 
z 02 
Ss uoTyeonp | 
? | Iu 'H Pq] UOlNYsueg B LI ‘Wdag 984 BI [ -AB®Q( UOTINIWsu0y 9 F11 t 
“ R19]0 ) »SaITIE De 0771 6 
10 ‘soo I Osiod poorldsip jo uors 
= 19pi10g ut x XY 14 [vze U9 
UOT{N[Osel ZuTps0eid sum 
94 4O put 
ZoOF 6262 ‘0ZZ H SU0T) PZ AAV] (qld) oy (\-ut M 0} PoUdsep t 994} lg 
: uU0U AVN op O19 
81k S }82 INCU JOJ O[QI Ifa euTODeq J Ter S SB pojduexe su 7961 ‘Y4OA MON es 
Jo “UOT} BIZ oO bi , 
aie o } J } I pajdopt IM 
Tr i I \ 
=~ 
wa 





‘ 
e 





597 





PROGRAM 


LATIVE 


Is 


an 


LE 


1954 























LYSIC] 


419 








uosiod Jo s 


epHord 182} 





ures 








i Ue 


Ij 4 


DT 


14s 


M PH 





ut 


S9yBIS 





BaXx9d Pt 
ind a 
ul 











IB 


I 


el 
SMT 








TT AP MR 
yeid a0 
1] SMUT 
sory 





} 03 Alojou 
jor ‘Ua 04 





iT 





SOIVIS [BIVAVS 


SoM 
I}PBU t 
yeu 











E961 ‘SINO'T “4g 
ZS61 ‘HIOA MON 








) OATINOOXS yeuc 
op 


IBN 


rel A MON 
, AI 
JEN 

















op 




















2894— 54 


4 


winning “res-"--AMTOPBOV ITV YsITqeysy 
sTyug 90107 ILy 9580003 B Ysi[qeisy OOPS SPP SEP SSeS rey op 7 “| OF 


(4y [18 107 Avd yy sty Jo oydrourid oy J, PT eereresermrss ZS61 ‘HIOX MON ) 
‘soIpnVUuoLEy 





ALIWNOAS TIVNOILYN 








"3600 °t BE OI-** "> preanes “oes SC6I *T “UBs 04 UIBIZ0Id UBO]-}001Tp enulyu09 | “TTT TTT" "=" OCBI ‘SINO'T “49 | OT 
“ec6r Avyy ‘90947uI 
“L669 “HU °H - wos-- “-<-- HBMBH SUB1IOJIA IOJ SOMIOY JO UOTJONIYSUOD |-M0Q B@AI}nOOx| [8U0TIBN () 


sulsnoy 





10490 ‘90397u7 

































































0 WOISSIT oO IBY S03 IBN | 
MAJOS JUOITAOTd UIE 1AJOg op | 
~N JBIVAVS SUV BDIAJOg JUOMIAOTdUIY ,sUBIOIAA UIBJEW OCiéd'- => >= = --- == ---- S61 “sIno'y “49 | 
— 
a uy u [AJOS-Xo poeds Z961 ‘HOA MON 
te 
O 
5 | possed s] uBs9z0A t JIM SOSBD IO] O [IAID Ul MOTTA op 
jen) | PROT J 
Ay n NUIIE (UB SUBIOIOA IJ Mt 11 op | 
Ba “spusis] ur 
eal XL WUsd1ed CF 10¢ 
s — : 1 Wo 
a }NOYITM Soe. i 1 ur | 82% 
< E96 “St! $22 
—_ LI 
L. ST 
4 g 
o' ; val 
o ec6l Avyy | 
re 1O1}BOY 11001 UT O 19] ATP NOOXG 
l aoryat 0} GVARO ]uUBI op 
~ S 3 | 
> pus * %% "U H 109A A[OSIOA Pt op LP2 
a OISSIu 1D 19§ [IAID ‘gs 100 0} SolduadB jo « zg ‘yi0x MON Lg 
=~ wid .suBi9 
19 un oyent op RCh 
A 4 eg6t SINOT “4S | ZEI 
5 "7 ‘ZS6I 19G079O | 
Eel 'S -8162 “HY al d UIOOD OA XO [VUOTIBN | zz 
608 S61 YU °H -LIT ’ C6I ‘YIOX MON | BEF 
SOIKNONOOT | 
. ; | | 
"ON 
BuO. pes “8808 381 sor njosos Jo 38081 ndope aso 44 mora 





3a] 


3598 





3599 











"ehI “SOU 'S 





a. uo}Uy} ugp.0008 Uy Ul S48 





y uoTINpOsey sB joolqns 





) WOTINIOSEY 








oan eee w0o}} 








Wd eq jo lop 
aurddityd JOULIOJ eZTUBOIEY 


soutddtidd 944 





ove _ I nyposel b Itt 


fury repnsexy{ JO sed yueules}}o4 penbe 0} SNS yurddyyya peste Jo ked yuot 








» ysod jo onb snyeys jueseid aAstosel 









{Sea ROUTMO} put SosUdjey} yenbopt ig 
eeoee-- - .SvAspmt At puede} sj]UusIvd,, 
- -- - 10} puooes A AGN & 40J 





siyey 

“IBM JO UIT} B « 

og jo uot} ye GAOIC 
» SyT UIT] [8d yUTUON 

nutyt astp esoddO 
“sgo1nosedl 

ping pus ure} 

yssad JO oS 









1} 938373804 UT 
‘sayeig pen ed 
IVs [Ie WoT Jed SBeS »A0 JO 





Inp s[ey407eul MBI [BOT}TI0 JO Agratss 












JUG 





IY} BPTS} NO pot 38S Ai} 





mo yt Zurdeox Ul 











Bo10y P I 

noneneoe ----gytun dAlOSIY PATIOV ‘spury oyenbope 310% 

ie eee ----- (Tq LW) s10qo0%« 1} ps i ssoddoO 
nA CADE RO ES SS (LIQ) *3U I] 0} UO 


reiy, APAN9S It 






op Jo WIG YIP SB A jeu FUBYIOUT JO wojsuBdxe jioddns pue 





I 




















i ----§19yqIOM sdi09 i 198g 0 Pp mmoir) P gsusjed TATO 10} 14n.19A00 TOTIBS yd 0100 §, pT AIO MA 
een teneo==--- BQIOY Ul sons} ou i< “(Lato put KyeypIU Bu0IysS anut}ao,) 
pooner Seto a eeaeeeial seyeeres ynyposel ,0qeB oq} pomliyeey 
eS eocer-e* ------""" TB LMUOTIVU a[Bos-[[0J B ;UBUY 0} Spuny esueep TIAID 
| --<0-- ocee-e----"" peeccoeooeree== - . I duit pus spren jgyes asuajeP [TAID 
ee secs cnaesasn ae ~-------gd10Q I9A1989O punolp suTIE[aUTT OF spung 
















| sosajop [LATO 
oman eg. canws <iieeee ama eee a ----£4t Te UTBJUTEUT PUB BABTYOV 
neene WOTJONISMOD FJBIOITB OF qovoidde yuapoyso 4SOUT pus 4894 { ssoud Aavoy 90107 ITV 
ane enecerernnn sa-9="-"pgUfUIVxool OG wigiz0id 3u9 pid e010, ITV JO yoeqyng 











| 
| 





| 






‘g0)) U1 





sere a memmeatiel. — 











‘yoquinu ON t 


| 
eget ‘sInOT “38 | ¥9 
zoel “40K MON | L19 


eegt “STRO'T 
TaeqgowpoO | 
yx9 [BUOTISN | ZI 









op | L68 
op | TR 
op SLi 
op i 
op | out 
ae | tll 
op | eLt 
eget ‘stnory “3S | 227 


og ‘3J0A MON | 6FT 





op oe 
op | ZLl 
op } tel 
tin. () 
‘ op---" 





a g0¢ 
w-on--e=2=----Op"~~""| SF 
op"~~~"| 62 
el ‘sno’y “3S | 29 


ee nen “op come 
-----gg6I ‘SNOT “38 | 
op Par 





----ZogT ‘4J0A AON 


pens at op-~ ¢09 
ree op--~~"| 6& 
wits ila op-~~"~' S&F 





3600 





x 
be 
a 
a, ta 





1954 LEGISLATIVE PROGRAMS 

















x 
= 
- f 
te oe 4 
= 1 
£ c < 
= ws - vc = 
cy, E Zz. y Zz 
— ~“<¢ - 120 HOON = ine - 
tie -% & N=< So B 3 = 
<- - ’ > —= =~ a 











nn x 
f 





























Income 











I 


43 


Re 


R 


H 


suits 





A ffa 


f Veteran 





of 


decisions 





954 


nce 
in 














LEGI 


H 





le 





res 





SLATIVE 


581, and 


580), 


92972 








i 
i 
= a < 
os @ 
= < 
> : - 
Nn 
4 
N 


R 


abroac 


ll 








PROGRAMS 








7 = 
> = 
S . 

. 4 














2 “ae 
> oOIom 
= Oiet = 






































3601 












































"£1E9 ‘06h “TOTES "940 ‘sso1Q peYy UBo}JEUTy 
‘Ol ‘UH “H asoddg | ‘sdi0g oojasog ABMpIeyY UvISSNY oY} JO SIOqUIOUI JOUIIOJ 04 s}YouSG ,suBI}0A JO SuyjUBIs esOddg |~~~"~"~~~~~"~=~ ZS61 ‘YIOK MON | LE 
Pas ee ene see eeeneser woe si a ca a EH ~ “MO}JNOsel VAOGB SeNnuT}UOO PUB SULIIVEY ee ~~“ Se6I “SINO'T “4g | SOF 
“OVA Ul d01Alos Juenbesqns 
"g | SBM 0104} ZUTPLAOId ‘gorAr0s AIE}I[TUI GAT}OW POMIEP oq [TPUS OV VM Ul dof AJos 3BY} OPIAKId—NVVM [~~~ -" "7" SSBT “AOA MON | LEC 





BOLVLS SNVUALIA 
*[9A9] [BUOT} BUI} UI IO 


[VUOTIVU B LO SoTZO[ OOP 10 SBOP] 9OUONY UT 10 dOTaAop 0} Y9es IVY} SMONBPUNO] 10J UOT}AUIOX XBy Soe at ae 2 ee 















“T6E) “UH s[eyidsoy YW A-UWOU UT UOTJNGTISIP 10J 991j XB} $9}}9IVSO VSBt een 7 £961 “SOT 4g | 00 

» ‘19 *21z , ZSBI 10G03O ‘004 
‘Soy “fH ‘&Z% wr str aes nara SOXB} JO9[[00 puB AAV] 0} SSOIZUOND J JaMOd JIU] OF JUSUIPUOMIE [BUOTYNITSUOL | ~yUTUI09 GATPNOG ° [BUOTIBN of 
‘O199 ‘ad ‘H nee eae agee sesnnene seam niecanernshnnaimenaeien 163 [[Bqoseq I t ¥J JAUIOXO XBL, were’ ZS6L FAOA MONT Ole 










SNOILdWAXH XVL OGNV SUXVL 
"ECHT 19q0190H ‘903 
GAT}NOGXS [BVUOTJBEN 9 





"2862 ‘FS 


‘OFLT ‘20 ‘0% “H "A {09 





rte rations PER OMERDE DS ere Net ee PooyeseIs VYSLVLY SIOABT 
GOOHALVLS 





(‘SeouB MOTI pus sigeued [Iq [H Joyo pus TOT 


*AINP 9ATIOV 0} PoT[Bool Vso} 10} Pepus}xe 9q [Iq JH OY} JopuN em) SuLATTeNH ee S61 “sIno’y 
“ZSBI 1990390 ‘e 
























ws er ““QOTAIOS FUTIOIWIOI SUBIOIBA TT IBAA P[JOM, JO] POpUszxe OFep GOUBIJUE ZUTUTRILY, | 
Sk We ee eee : MCT 19}X9 ° a Sees a 
ss , ae MET O1TGnd | soouB eM | _ op 
I H [-"*"e"" anne nnnen-e-- creramen=nnm-m===="--STBIFIVA PI QUSIP 10} pepu 4 | 61 ‘A1OX MON | TIS 
SUIUICI} put OA 















}EzIIt 


1‘ 





1954 LEGISLATIVE PROGRAMS 





{ *[BO! JVIYSTUTUIPS JO} JOSpnq VA Joy spuny oyenb: 





















oo Syot $} eq suBl 
’ ’ “SUBIOJOA PO[GBSIP | ¥OIS Q1IBO 94 1OJ BIQIS iso] Ju 
S}YOUA ,SUBIIZOA Ft uluITy? onpel oT 
B SUBIIJIA OF SJYOUI BIVUTUII[e I I OF [VS 46 
i 
ponuyju0o—NOILVLITIGVHA4 

— a — 7 seca deinesheiiaccaioanesaanaastadasiamiiaitaldii eueeeneeqeegne | ——EE —— ‘ = 
| | “ON 
| } worn 
| poydope e107 MA i on ey 

| ‘ 

| | nolse] 


3602 






1954 LEGISLATIVE PROGRAMS 3603 


FOREIGN RELATIONS 


The Foreign Relations Statement of Policy approved at the St. Louis Conven- 
tion contains elements which may be considered legislative, as follows: 

1. Continuing support of the United Nations. 

2. Continued study on UNESCO and other independent agencies in the United 
Nations. (UNESCO hearings will be continued in the new Congress. The 
Legion will be heard.) 

3. Favors an amendment to the Constitution of the United States by including 
therein a stipulation that no treaty, contract, or pact, between our Government 
and any foreign power shall ever operate or be construed to adversely affect or 
diminish in any way the rights of any citizen of the United States under the 
Constitution. (The present Bricker Amendment, 8. J. Res. 1, appears to meet 
the above requirement.) 

4. Urges Congress keep constant check on recent ‘‘NATO Agreement’’ so as to 
insure continued rights of our Armed Forces personnel serving in NATO countries 
who are charged with offenses against civil laws. 

5. Urges the military, political and economic strengthening of the North 
Atlantic Community; the continuance of military and essential economic aid to 
those countries demonstrating their determination to defend their freedom. 

6. Urges legislation to effect return to German nationals of properties seized and 
now in hands of Alien Property Custodian. 

7. Reiterates NEC Resolution 62, November, 1949: Morocco be required to 
comply with all terms of its Treaty with the United States and cease all acts 
tending to place United States nationals and trade in Morocco in less favorable 
position than that of any other nation. 

8. Urges necessary action to insure that trade and traffic with enemy countries 
be ended. 

9. Legislation authorizing United States cooperation with Mexico toward 
erection of monument along border honoring Abraham Lincoln and Benito Juarez. 
10. Support United States Information Agency (formerly Voice of America). 

At its October meeting the National Executive Committee did not single out 
any particular legislative proposal for top priority. Instead, it grouped the most 
important objectives affecting benefits to veterans and dependents, veterans’ 
preference, national security, foreign relations, and Americanism, and placed them 
in high priority. This gives desirable flexibility to our legislative program. 


NATIONAL LEGISLATIVE COMMISSION, THE AMERICAN LEGION 


Jerome F. Duggan, chairman (Missouri); George L. Cleere, vice chairman 
(Alabama); Lynn G. Peterson, vice chairman (California) ; Paul Aylward (Kansas) ; 
Hon. William C. Brooker (Florida); Hon. Howard W. Brooks (Iowa); William G. 
Burns (Illinois); Maurice F. Devine (New Hampshire); George Ferrio, Jr. (Con- 
necticut); George E. Flood (Washington); Richard J. Freshwater (Louisiana); 
Douglas A. Graham (Michigan); Vincent A. Maher (New Jersey); W. O. Me- 
Clellan (Ohio); W. H. MeMains (New Mexico); Harry G. Miller (Arkansas) ; 
Wiley M. Pickens (North Carolina); Jack A. Porter (Oklahoma); Dr. Thomas J. 
Powers (Massachusetts): Paul S. Samuels (New York); Elmer W. Sherwood 
(Indiana); Bradley R. Taylor (Wisconsin). 


LEGISLATIVE COMMISSION LIAISON COMMITTEE (NEC) 


Dr. A. R. Choppin, chairman (Louisiana); Claude A. Hamilton, vice chairman 
(South Dakota); Charles M. Blackburn (Kentucky); Frederick L. Mellin (Massa- 
chusetts) ; Sidney E. Smith (Idaho). 


NATIONAL LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE, THE AMERICAN LEGION AUXILIARY 


National committee: Mrs. A. J. Breaux, chairman (Texas); Mrs. Alexander H. 
Gray, vice chairman (Tennessee); Mrs. Ralph J. Williams (Iowa). 

Division chairmen: Eastern—Mrs. Harold Taylor (New York); Southern— 
Mrs. C. K. Epting (South Carolina); Central—Mrs. Clark Hudson (Missouri); 
Northwestern—Mrs. W. H. Nicks (Wyoming); Western—Mrs. L. E. Peck 
(Nevada). 

Mites D. Kennepy, Director. 


Your Representatives or Senators will be glad to send you any of the bills listed 
herein if you write and ask them for same. Our office receives only enough copies 
for our use. 
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The Carer Citerk. The DAY is next, Madam Chairman, 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Brownson of Indiana is going to present the 
Disabled American Veterans national commander. 

Mr. Brownson. Since I have been in Congress I have had the 
distinction of representing the capital city of the American Legion. 
It is only this year, however, that I have also had the distinction 
of representing the national commander of another of the great 
veterans’ organizations, Howard Watts of Indianapolis. 

Howard W. Watts, formerly of Company “K’’, 361st Infantry 
Regiment, 91st Division, World War II, received wounds and lost his 
right arm, in action June 30, 1944, at Radicondola, Italy. 

He came to Indianapolis in 1935. We Hoosiers are always very 
proud of people who come to Indiana. As Herb Shriner says, we 
always regard people who come to Indiana, as soon as they hear of it, 
as native sons. We feel that way about Howard Watts. 

Howard came to Indianapolis in 1935, and he left Indianapolis in 
1943 to enter the service. After his discharge from Percy Jones 
Hospital, Battle Creek, Mich., on June 28, 1945, he returned again to 
Indianapolis and joined the Disabled American Veterans at their 
State convention in Indianapolis in June 1945. Shortly thereafter, he 
became treasurer of the Dr. Worthington Chapter No. 3 of Indianap- 
olis, which office he still holds. He became a life member of the DAV 
in July 1946, and on January 1, 1946, he was appointed State adjutant, 
Department of Indiana, DAV. 

Since that time I have come to know Howard well. 

The Governor of the State of Indiana appointed Howard Watts 
March 23, 1949, to serve a 4-year term as a commissioner to the De- 
partment of Veterans’ Affairs of the State of Indiana. And he was 
elected this year on August the 8th, 1953, in Kansas City, Mo., as 
national commander of the Disabled American Veterans. 

It is a real pleasure, Howard, to present you to my many friends 
on the committee and to tell them what a good citizen you have been 
in Indianapolis and how proud we are to have you as National Com- 
mander of our organization. [Applause.] 


STATEMENT OF HOWARD W. WATTS, NATIONAL COMMANDER, 
DISABLED AMERICAN VETERANS 


Mr. Warts. Thank you, Congressman Brownson. 

The CuarrMan. We are very proud to have you here, Mr. Com- 
mander, and perhaps you will help us draft some legislation for in- 
creased nite for the amputees. They certainly should have an 
increased rating. We tried to get it when the rating schedule was 
revised. With your help, perhaps we may be more successful. 

You may proceed. You have a very fine staff here in Washington, 
Commander. 

Mr. Warts. Madam Chairman, ladies and gentlemen of the com- 
mittee, it is indeed a pleasure to have my good friend, Congress- 
man Brownson from Indianapolis, present me to this committee. 
[ thank him for the very fine things that he has said about me. It 
has always been very nice to work with him, and we have worked 
together for quite a few years now, and I know that we will continue 
to work together in the future. 
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The CHatrMAN. He'is a very fine gentleman himself. 

Mr. Brownson. Thank you, Madam Chairman. 

Mr. Warts. Madam Chairman, ladies and gentlemen of the com- 
mittee, it is a distinct privilege and pleasure to appear before the 
Veterans’ Affairs Committee of the House of Representatives this 
morning in my capacity as national commander of the Disabled 
American Veterans for the annual presentation of our legislative 
program. I consider the opportunity to discuss the various resolutions 
making up our legislative program one of the most important duties 
I will perform during my term of office. Since my association with the 
DAV, shortly after discharge from an Army hospital in 1945, i have 
followed the work of this committee and have developed a keen interest 
in all legislation pertaining to the service-connected disabled. The 
record of your accomplishments in behalf of the wartime disabled 
needs no repetition here and our organization is indeed proud that we 
have been permitted to participate in your deliberations. 

The DAV endeavors, through its democratic processes, to limit its 
legislative program to those matters which directly concern this 
Nation’s wartime disabled veterans, their widows and dependents. 
If we wander at times from this single-purpose policy it is only because 
of our perhaps overzealous interest in the welfare of those who com- 
prise our membership, or those who are eligible for membership in 
the DAV. 

Our program this vear encompasses a number of measures intro- 
duced during the first session of this Congress. Some of these have 
been considered favorably by this committee, some unfavorably, and 
others are still pending before it. 

Compensation: We feel that the most important bills before this 
committee are those designed to make uniform the rates of disability 
compensation payable to service-connected disabled veterans and to 
the survivors of veterans whose death is attributable to service- 
connected causes. 

In enacting Public Law 356, 82d Congress, you provided a 15- 
percent increase in compensation for veterans rated 50 percent or 
more and a 5-percent increase for those rates less than 50 percent. 
In another section of the same law, an increase of approximately 15 
percent in death compensation was extended to certain widows with 
the exception that widows with no children did not receive an increase. 

May I also add there that the widow of a veteran who died of a 
non-service-connected disability, regardless of whether she had chil- 
dren or not, did get an increase, but the service-connected did not. 

The bills, which I will refer to later, would further amend Veterans 
Regulations by making uniform the increase in death compensation 
among the various classes of widows and would reestablish parity 
between veterans rated less than 50 percent and those rated 50 percent 
or more. In other words, Public Law 356 completely ignored the 
fact that disabilities are rated percentagewise from 100 percent down 
to zero percent. The differential between the least seriously disabled 
and the more seriously disabled is fully recognized in adjudicating a 
veteran’s claim for compensation. Public Law 356, however, imposes 
an additional, and in our opinion, entirely unwarranted, differential 
in providing a 15-percent increase for one group and a 5-percent 
increase to another. The net result is that a man presently rated 10 
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lives, or sustained injuries as a result of wartime service, and we hold that this 
] 


obligation is a continuing cost of wars and we repudiate any denial of the great 
common responsibility to rehabilitate those who served, sacrificed, and continue 
to suffer in order that our Nation can survive against our enemies: 

We likewise reaffirm our faith and confidence in the Veterans’ Administration 
as a single executive department to administer the laws and benefits provided by 
a grateful Government and the American people through the Congress of the 
United States, and we vigorously oppose the various and devious efforts in the 
name of economy to dismember, undermine, and render ineffective the Veterans’ 
Administration, in any way, manner, or form 

Another legislative proposal which our convention deemed to be of 
primary importance is contained in the bills H. R. 1304, H. R. 462, 
and H. R. 630, introduced by Representatives Rogers, Kearney, and 
Teague, respectively. ‘These measures seek to extend to a number of 
seriously disabled World War II veterans’ entitlement to rehabilitation 
and vocational training under the provisions of Public Law 16, 78th 
Congress, entitlement to training from which they have been precluded 
due to long periods of hospitalization as a result of their service- 
connected disabilities. These bills do not seek to extend training 
under Public Law 16 to veterans otherwise eligible therefor who have 
merely slept on their rights, but is designed solely for the veteran who 
has been unable to apply for such training because of hospitalization 
and medical treatment. 

All training, under Public Law 16, must be completed not later 
than July 25, 1956, and under the law the Veterans’ Administration 
cannot enroll a veteran in a course of education or training which 
would run beyond that date. It clearly was not the intent of Congress 
to deny the benefits of Public Law 16 to those veterans who have 
been unable to initiate their training because of long periods of hos- 
pitalization. These bills provide that entitlement to the beneficial 
provisions of Public Law 16 will not be denied veterans because of 
their inability to apply for training because of hospitalization for their 
service-connected disabilities. We strongly advocate their favorable 
consideration. 

In keeping with the spirit of the intentions of the delegates to our 
last national convention to bring about greater uniformity in existing 
laws relating to veterans, I would like to direct your attention to two 
other mandates of my organization. The Ist resolution, No. 117, 
urges the Congress to amend Public Law 239 of the 82d Congress so 
that a veteran presumed to have a service connection for an active 
psychosis for purposes of hospitalization and medical treatment shall 
also be deemed to be service-connected for compensation. Under 
Public Law 239, the Congress quite generously granted a presumption 
of service connection to a veteran developing an active psychosis 
within 2 years following separation from active service, but limited 
the benefits for such disability to hospitalization and medical treat- 
ment in VA facilities. It must seem strange indeed to the wives and 
families of veterans presumed to have a service-connected disability 
for an active psychosis that the Congress failed to authorize the pay- 
ment of compensation. It would seem crystal clear that if there is 
any justification whatsoever, and we believe there is, for presuming 
a veteran’s active psychosis to be the result of his war service, there 
is equal justification that he should draw the appropriate percentage 
of compensation depending on the degree of his mental illness, 
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to 49 percent does not draw that percentage of total disability com- 
pensation despite the fact his disability is rated percentagewise. 

This committee considered a number of bills designed to correct 
this discrimination and on May 14, 1953, the Subcommittee on Com- 
pensation and Pension deferred action on these measures. We 
sincerely urge this committee to reconsider its action and favorably 
report the bill H. R. 44, or a similar bill, so that again the rates of 
disability compensation payable to disabled veterans and to the widows 
of deceased veterans will be uniform (Res. 189). 

The members of my organization are not only disabled veterans, 
they are likewise citizens and wage earners. As such they also are 
acutely aware that the cost of living has soared to new and unprece- 
dented heights. On the other hand, the rate of disability compensa- 
tion is lagging far behind. It was undoubtedly because of these 
economic factors that the delegates to our last national convention 
adopted resolution No. 89, urging an increase in compensation 
sufficient to make it equal in buying power to that paid in 1942. We 
urge you to give consideration to this matter and invite us to furnish 
concrete facts and figures in support of the need of such increase. 

During the first session of this Congress the Subcommittee on Hos- 
pitalization, chairmanned by the Honorable Bernard W. Kearney, 
conducted extensive hearings and an investigation into the hospital 
program of the Veterans’ Administration. These hearings, which 
cover approximately 3,000 pages of printed testimony, surveved the 
various laws setting forth entitlement and eligibility of veterans for 
hospitalization and cutpatient dental treatment. Our organization 
cooperated with the Subcommittee on Hospitals, together with several 
hundred other witnesses. Our contribution, or report, to that com- 
mittee included, among others, the following paragraph: 

In general, the Disabled American Veterans wholly support the hospital and 
domiciliary program of the Department of Medicine and Surgery of the VA and 
shall continue to advocate and demand an enlargement of the hospital building 
program to meet the ever-increasing demands for hospital treatment and domicil- 
iary care of America’s war veterans due to our necessary participation in wars, 
campaigns and the all necessary defense program of this Nation. The DAV be- 
lieves that the American people must accept the care of the war disabled and the 
necessary hospitalization and care of the indigent war veterans as part of the cost 
of war. 

We know that the members of this committee, as well as Members 
of Congress, will not permit a reduction in the number of beds in VA 
hospitals for lack of appropriations, nor will they permit the excellent 
medical treatment presently afforded to this country’s disabled veterans 
to become impaired in any degree. As national commander of the 
DAV, I pledge you the full cooperation and assistance of my entire 
staff to the end that every disabled veteran in need of hospitalization 
or medical treatment shall not be turned away. 

During the last national convention of the DAV the delegates unani- 
mously adopted Resolution No. 10, opposing any reduction in the VA 
hospital program. I would like to invite your attention also to Reso- 
lution No, 9, adopted at the same convention, and with your indulg- 
ence to read this resolution which is quite short, into the record. 

The CHarrMan. Please read it. 


Mr. Warts. (Reading) : 


Whereas we affirm the prior consistent policy of the national organization of 
the DAV that the first obligation of our Government is to those who gave their 
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lives, or sustained injuries as a result of wartime service, and we hold that this 
obligation is a continuing cost of wars and we repudiate any denial of the great 
common responsibility to rehabilitate those who served, sacrificed, and continue 
to suffer in order that our Nation can survive against our enemies; 

We likewise reaffirm our faith and confidence in the Veterans’ Administration 
as a single executive department to administer the laws and benefits provided by 
a grateful Government and the American people through the Congress of the 
United States, and we vigorously oppose the various and devious efforts in the 
name of economy to dismember, undermine, and render ineffective the Veterans’ 
Administration, in any way, manner, or form 

Another legislative proposal which our convention deemed to be of 
primary importance is contained in the bills H. R. 1304, H. R. 462, 
and H. R. 630, introduced by Representatives Rogers, Kearney, and 
Teague, respectively. T hese measures seek to extend to a number of 
seriously disabled World War II veterans’ entitlement to rehabilitation 
and vocational training under the provisions of Public Law 16, 78th 
Congress, entitlement to training from which they have been precluded 
due to long periods of hospitalization as a result of their service- 
connected disabilities. These bills do not seek to extend training 
under Public Law 16 to veterans otherwise eligible therefor who have 
merely slept on their rights, but is designed solely for the veteran who 
has been unable to apply for such training because of hospitalization 
and medical treatment. 

All training, under Public Law 16, must be completed not later 
than July 25, 1956, and under the law the Veterans’ Administration 
cannot enroll a veteran in a course of education or training which 
would run beyond that date. It clearly was not the intent of Congress 
to deny the benefits of Public Law 16 to those veterans who have 
been unable to initiate their training because of long periods of hos- 
pitalization. These bills provide that entitlement to the beneficial 
provisions of Public Law 16 will not be denied veterans because of 
their inability to apply for training because of hospitalization for their 
service-connected disabilities. We strongly advocate their favorable 
consideration. 

In keeping with the spirit of the intentions of the delegates to our 
last national convention to bring about greater uniformity in existing 
laws relating to veterans, I would like to direct your attention to two 
other mandates of my organization. The Ist resolution, No. 117, 
urges the Congress to amend Public Law 239 of the 82d Congress so 
that a veteran presumed to have a service connection for an active 
psychosis for purposes of hospitalization and medical treatment shall 
also be deemed to be service-connected for compensation. Under 
Public Law 239, the Congress quite generously granted a presumption 
of service connection to a veteran deve loping an active psvchosis 
within 2 years following separation from active service, but limited 
the benefits for such disability to hospitalization and medical treat- 
ment in VA facilities. It must seem strange indeed to the wives and 
families of veterans presumed to have a service-connected disability 
for an active psychosis that the Congress failed to authorize the pay- 
ment of compensation. It would seem crystal clear that if there is 
any justification whatsoever, and we believe there is, for presuming 
a veteran’s active psychosis to be the result of his war service, there 
is equal justification that he should draw the appropriate percentage 
of compensation depending on the degree of his mental illness, 
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The second mandate I wish to draw to your attention is DAV 
resolution 167 which seeks an amendment to Public Law 182 of 
the 79th Congress, as amended. 

Our national service officers have each year since its enactment 
brought our attention to what amounts to a discrimination or over- 
sight existing in Public Law 182, 79th Congress, as amended, the 
law providing additional compensation in excess of total disability 
awards to those suffering from the loss or loss of use of one or more 
extremities or who have lost the sight of one or both eyes. Double 
amputations of arms or legs or combination of amputations are 
provided for, but there is no provision in the law granting a statutory 
award for each instance when the veteran has suffered the loss of 1 
eye with the added loss of 1 hand or 1 foot. He is paid one statutory 
award of $47 only. 

We trust this Congress will remedy this situation, which we believe 
was thought to be corrected with the passage of Public Law 182, as 
amended. 

My immediate predecessor in office stated to you in his appearance 
before this committee on February 10, 1953, that the DAV 
would oppose with all the vigor at our command any efforts to increase either 
administratively or by legislatio ‘ interest rates on VA-guaranteed home or 
DHDusiness loans 
[ know that the DAV did just that. But despite the combined 
efforts of the major veterans’ organizations the interest rate on 
veterans’ home loans was increased from 4 percent to 4% percent. 

The DAV has testified before the Subcommittee on Housing that 
our organization is still opposed to the 4% percent interest rate and 
we have recommended to the Congress in the past that in lieu of 
Government-guaranteed loans at 4% percent the VA be authorized 
to enlarge its present direct home loan program. This will insure 
that all eligible veterans seeking a home loan shall not have to pay 
more for the money they borrow than did the veteran who was 
fortunate enough to be able to negotiate a loan before the increase 
date. 

At our convention in Kansas City last August, a great deal of 
attention and study was directed to the problem of housing and 
housing loans. The net result of these deliberations is contained in 
resolution No. 370 whereby we recommend that the Housing Sub- 
committee of this committee make a study of the feasibility of legisla- 
tion to authorize the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs and the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury toe invest a portion of the huge trust funds 
accumulated under the national service life insurance program in first 
mortgage loans to veterans at interest rates not to exceed 4 percent. 
It is our understanding that at the present time the national service 
life insurance trust fund can only be invested in certain specified 
Government obligations. We do not know whether such a venture 
on the part of the Government is feasible or not. But we do recom- 
mend to the Housing Committee that they inquire into this matter and, 
if it is deemed that such investment would be to the best interest of 
the Government and the policyholders of national service life insurance, 
appropriate legislation be enacted. We should not lose sight of the 
fact that thousands of World War II veterans have not yet taken 
advantage of their entitlement to GI loars and that additional 
thousands of Korean veterans are beginning to seek home loans. We 
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cannot help but believe that there is a clear obligation on the part of 
this Government to make such loans to eligible veterans at interest 
rates not in excess of 4 percent. 

In conclusion, Mrs. Rogers and members of this committee, the 
above statement comprises the principal portion of our legislative 
program as adopted at our last national convention. In addition to 
the matters specified above, we are also mandated to support or oppose 
other legislative matters which come under the jurisdiction of other 
committees of Congress. The subjects have therefore not been in- 
corporated in this statement. 

[ want to express my appreciation for the invitation to appear 
before you this morning, and to let vou know I| appreciate your 
courteous attention to my remarks. As in the past, you may be 
assured of the 100 percent cooperation of the entire staff of the Dis- 
abled American Veterans at any time we can be of assistance to your 
committee. 

Mrs. Rogers, there is attached hereto a supplement to this statement, 
which I would like to have inserted in the record. 

The Cuarrman. It will be inserted, without objection. 

(The document referred to is as follows:) 


SuPPLEMENT 


-year pres moption, chronic and tropical diseases (H. R. 4155 
Resolution No. 304: Te prov ide a presumption of service connection for chronic 

and tropical diseases which become manifest within 3 years after separation from 

active service. 

W lows, World Wa / 

Resolution No. 228: To provide that existing law be changed so that any widow 
of a World War I veteran shall be entitled to a widow's pension without regard 
to date of marriage to veteran, provided that a child has been born of issue of 
said marriage 
Chiropractors in Veterans’ Administration (H R b4, by Vrs Roae rs 

Resolution No. 123: To provide chiropractic services by the Veterans’ Adminis- 
tration for veterans who desire such services by the VA, or on an outpatient basis 
Income limitation (H. R. 2744, by Mr. Radwan 

tesolution No. 263: To amend present regulations to increase income limitations 
of widows and dependents of World War I, World War II, and Korean conflict 
from $1,400 to $2,000 annually for widows without children and from $2,700 to 
$3,000 for widows with minor children and to eliminate commercial life insurance 
as income 
Death com pe nsation /] R L161, by Vr K earne 4) 

Resolution No. 309: To make uniform the rates of death compensation bet ween 
widows and dependents of World War [I and Korean veterans as are now payable 
to widows and dependents of World War I veterans 


} 


Prisoners of war: Statutory awards 
tesolution No. 104: To provide that any service person who was a prisoner of 
war for 12 months be awarded $50 per month additional compensation, provided 
he is entitled to a compensable rating of 10 percent or more. 
Ampnuitees and blind (H. R. 1712, by Mr. Colme 
tesolution No. 354: To provide $1,600 toward the purchase of an automobile 
for amputees and blind veterans of World War I on the same basis as provided 
by law for World War II and Korean veterans. 
Uniform rates of pension for rating of less than 50 percent (H. R. 32, by Mrs. Rogers 
Resolution No. 150: To make uniform the rates of compensation for dependents 
payable to veterans rated less than 50 percent. 
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Reduction in rates of total disability payments (H.R. 2984, by Mr. Secre st) 

Resolution No. 147: To prohibit reduction of any rating of total disability or 
permanent disability for compensation, pension, or insurance purposes which 
ave been in effect for 20 or more years 





Ins irance 


Resolution No (159 To provide that in case of total disability the veteran 


can draw $10 per thousand dollars insurance per month in the event of total dis- 
ability provided an additional premium is paid therefor. 


Severance of service connection (H.R. 463, by Mr. Kearney 

Resolution No. 313: To prohibit severance of service-connected disability 
Which has been in effect 10 years or more. 

Compensation: Methods of payment 

Resolution No. 335: To oppose the enactment of H. R. 631, or measures of 
similar import, which have for their purpose changing the present method of 
monthly payment of disability compensation 

The Cuarrman. And, Mr. Commander, that was a very fine state- 
ment of yours, and I would like very much to have it placed in the 
Congressional Record so that it can go all over the country and not 
just to this committee. 

I think all of the members have indicated an interest and a desire 
to do the things that you have mentioned in your ste itement. 

Mr. Warrs. Mrs. Rogers, I know I personally do, and we of the 
Disabled American Veterans thank you for your kind remarks and 
your consideration of our report. 

The CuarrMan. It is the least we can do, to give it very full and 
complete consideration. And I hope you will have results. 

Mr. Aparr. Madam Chairman, may I direct a question to the 
commander? 

As a fellow Hoosier, let me say, as has already been said, that we 
are delighted to have you with us this morning. 

Now just one que stion with reference to your re ‘marks about housing 
loans. Was it the experienee of your eed that when the 
interest rate was increased from 4 percent to 4% percent, more money 
was made available through the usual sources ae veterans’ home loans? 

Mr. Warts. Congressman, I am not an authority on that, but I 
have Charles E. Foster, our assistant legislative director, here. 

However, I can say that in Marian County, there wasn’t too great 
an increase in the granting of loans to the veterans. I think, though, 
Charlie can clarify that. 

Mr. Aparr. Has any study been made or have any figures been 
compiled or that point, Mr. Foster? 

Mr. Foster (Charles E. Foster, assistant legislative director, 
DAV). I think figures are compiled monthly by the Veterans’ 
Administration 

Mr. Aparr. I mean by your organization directly. 

Mr. Fosrrer. No, sir; they have not, Mr. Adair. From the cor- 
respondence we get, the experience in the commander’s county, 
Marion County, is probably indicative of the experience nationwide. 
But that is not the result of any large-scale survey by us. It is 
merely based on our correspondence from members of the DAV. 

Mr. Aparr. The reason for my inquiry, of course, is that when that 
matter was before the committee, there were statements made which 
indicated that in all probability more funds would be immediately 
available for this purpose, and I was just interested to see whether 
in your experience such had been the case. Thank you. 
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Mr. Warts. Thank you. I think Congressman Ayres of Ohio 
found they did not get their loans any different than they did before. 

Mr. Ayres. There was not the increase that they had promised. 
However, the latest reports coming from the Veterans’ Administra- 
tion show that there has been a decided increase over the previous 
year of guaranteed loans. 

To date, the biggest problem we have had—we had a subcommittee 
down in the southwestern part of the United States—has been in 
those areas that should be serviced by direct loans. There is where 
the biggest problem is. 

I cannot honestly say that there is too much difficulty in getting 
loans through in the cities today. The difficulty is in the rural areas, 
which are depending on direct loans. 

Now, Mr. Edmondson and Mr. Teague were down in that part of 
the country holding hearings, and that was the report they came back 
with. 

The CuHartrman. Do you not believe that this committee will 
report out a bill for an additional hundred million dollars for direct 
loans? You know, last year this committee reported out a bill. 

Mr. Ayres. At least a hundred million, I would say, and I think 
it is the consensus of most of the members of the subcommittee that it 
should be more. 

The CuatrMan. | think the administration promised that a hundred 
million dollars would be forthcoming—would be approved this year. 
Mr. Ayres. And, of course, this administration keeps its word. 

The CHarrMan. The gentleman from Texas, Mr. Teague. 

Mr. Tracur. Mrs. Rogers, I would like to ask one question. 

Mr. Commander, in your supplement, there, with regard to 

To provide that any service person who was a prisoner of war for 12 months be 
awarded $50 per month additional compensation, provided he is entitled to a 
compensable rating of 10 percent or mort 
has there been a bill introduced on that? 

Mr. Fostrrr. No, sir; there hasn’t, Mr. Teague 

Mr. Tracuer. Well, Mr. Commander, what would you think about 
the men who served in the front lines for a period of a year? Where 
would you rather be, in the front lines or a prisoner? 

Mr. Warts. I think I would rather be on our own front lines rather 
than a prisoner behind the Korean lines. 

Mr. Teacue. Of course, in Korea, it is different, but in Germany 
I would take the lot of the prisoners of war any time. You would, 
too; would you not? 

Mr. Warrs. It is according to what concentration camp they sent 
me to. I wouldn’t want to be a lampshade in somebody’s house. 

The CHarRMAN. You have not forgotten Buchenwald. 

Mr. Teacue. If you are going to do this, though, I would want to 
have the same thing for the boys who serve in infantry companies. 

Mr. Warts. Thank you, Congressman Teague. 

The Cuatrman. The prisoner of war matter, I suppose, would come 
before the other committee. 

Mr. SayLtor. Madam Chairman, it might, in this instance, come to 
our committee for the payment of the Korean veterans who are pris- 
oners of war, for the reason that there is no enemy property that can 
be sold to pay for any Korean prisoner or soldier or sailor or marine 
that was a prisoner, and if any money is to be paid to those men it will 
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have to be as a direct appropriation. There is a tremendous differ- 
ence between the bills to provide payments to prisoners of war in prior 
engagements, or wars, and the payment to prisoners of war for Korea. 
So that in all probabiliy those bills should come to this committee. 

The CuarrMan. I introduced a bill, but it went to the Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce Committee. 

Thank you very much, Commander. You can appear at another 
date, can you? 

Mr. Warrs. Yes. Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. And all of you will have to work a little harder 
because of the loss of Francis Sullivan. 

Mr. Warts. Yes, we will. Thank you, Madam Congressman. 

The Cuter Cierk. Mr. Saylor will introduce the representative of 
the AMVETS. 

The CuarrMANn. Congressman Saylor, a very distinguished and able 
member of our committee, will introduce the commander of the 
AMVETS. 

Mr. Saytor. Madam Chairman and members of the committee, 
vou have heard the other distinguished members of this committee 
talk about having had the representatives of national organizations 
come from their States. I am happy to introduce someone to you 
who is the national commander of the youngest veterans organization, 
that I have known for many, many years. In fact, he was hardly a 
boy in knee pants when I first knew him. I knew him because his 
brother and I went through school together and were very good 
friends. I have been a friend of the Mahady family for more years 
than most folks like to even remember. And I might say that in the 
community of Latrobe, Pa., where Henry comes from, they are proud 
of the fact that they have a law firm known as Mahady, Mahady, 
Mahady & Mahady. [Applause.] Three brothers and one sister. 
They are all grand people. And I might say that in our end of Penn- 
svivania, and I know over the United States, we are awfully proud to 
have as the national commander of the youngest veterans organization 
an outstanding American, Henry Mahady. 

The Cuarrman. I know, Mr. Commander, you are very proud of 
your great fighting Congressman. 


STATEMENT OF HENRY J. MAHADY, NATIONAL COMMANDER 
OF AMVETS 


Mr. Manapy. We think he is a great man. 

The Cuarrman. And I think the firm of Mahady, Mahady, Mahady 
& Mahady ought to get whatever they want. 

Mr. Manapy. We are behind him to a man. 

[t is a great thrill to be here. I come from a town of 11,000 people, 
and to stand before a congressional committee is, to me, an awe- 
inspiring thing. 

The Cuarrman. I hope the Appropriations Committee will feel the 
same way about us. 

Mr. Manapy. Yes; I hope so, too. 

Madam Chairman and members of the committee, I am deeply 
honored and grateful to have the opportunity of coming before you. 
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AMVETS, the American Veterans of World War II, are appre- 
ciative of the opportunity to appear here today to present the high- 
lights of their legislative recommendations for this session of Congress. 

We well remember the turbulent days of the 1st session of the 83d 
Congress when members of this committee came to the defense of 
legitimate veterans’ programs. We also remember the searching 
scrutiny you gave to appropriations for VA, and the exhaustive 
exploration you made of the non-service-connected aspects of VA 
hospitalization. Your devotion to the cause of veterans and their 
dependents, as shown by these and other examples, lead AMVETS 
today to record that we are aware that we are testifying before the 
citadel of rights and benefits for the defenders of our Nation. You 
have our everlasting gratitude as you continue these endeavors. 

First, I would like to speak of VA reorganization. 

The Veterans’ Administration is engaged today in a gigantic reor- 
ganization plan designed to increase efficiency and reduce the cost of 
Government—a project, 1 might parenthesize, which is dear to our 
hearts—in each instance without the curtailment of basic veterans’ 
services. We are confident that all moves in this direction have 
received an all-encompassing inquiry by the Administrator of Veterans’ 
Affairs. In this regard, we have great faith in the Administrator, 
Mr. Harvey V. Higley, who already has charged the atmosphere of 
VA with integrity, dynamic action, and devotion to service in all its 
facets. He has, in our opinion, begun to remove the criticism from 
veterans’ affairs which has long done so much to weaken VA in the 
public mind. We believe that reorganization under his direction will 
proceed smoothly and efficiently to success. 

This is not an overnight task. Obviously it will take some time to 
effectively place into operation the many pending proposals. We 
know that problems will arise, but we think that the reorganization 
plan is workable and that upon completion it will result in a greatly 
respected efficient governmental agency. 

While we have publicly endorsed the present VA reorganization, 
we still believe that even more action can and should be taken. For 
instance, we believe that all insurance functions should be consolidated 
into three locations; we believe that all death cases should be decen- 
tralized to regional office level; and we believe that some existing 
regional offices can be eliminated with an expanded contact service in 
those areas 

We understand these matters are receiving continuing study. We 
are hopeful that they will eventually become part of the “‘new look’’ 
in VA. We are of the very definite opinion that they would provide 
more efficiency, economy, and service, whic a is our common objective. 

Now I would like to speak about the Government commissions. 

Many Presidential advisory commissions have been established 
during the present administration to study and perhaps reevaluate 
various Government functions. Veterans’ affairs are included in 
these studies and evaluations. This is proper and we would have it 
no other way. We want all veterans’ benefits to constantly stand 
before the bar of public opinion in clear juxtaposition to the Nation’s 
obligation and its ability to meet that obligation. We pledge our- 
selves to work with these commissions toward this end. We believe, 
however, that it is fundamental that VA be a one-stop agency, that 
these programs are designed primarily for veterans, that service is 

42894546 
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primary with other considerations being secondary. For our part, 
we are prepared to support concrete recommendations which con- 
clusively demonstrate that these conditions are met. 

Now, here are our proposals: 

We have several proposals to offer in the general field of veterans’ 
benefits. We feel that these proposals are in temper and in consonance 
with the times which we are facing. We are well aware of the present 
position of our national economy, and we have taken that position 
into consideration in our official position. But we believe that certain 
benefits are basic to an effective veterans’ program, an effective pro- 
gram of service, and it is to these matters that we now address our- 
selves 

We support additional compensation in excess of that to which 
they may otherwise be entitled for those veterans who were prisoners 
of war in the Korean conflict, and we recommend relief similar to 
that provided to ex-prisoners of World War IT. 

And I might parenthesize at this juncture, since it was discussed 
before, that we are aware that the Alien Property Custodian money 
will not be available for this matter, but we feel the group is so limited 
that the appropriation would not be too munificent, and no one would 
begrudge them that money. 

Second, we believe that there should be no discrimination in dis- 
ability compensation payments regardless of degree of disability. We 
therefore favor legislation which grants an increase across the board 
to all veterans which would give them the same ratio to 100 percent 
as they enjoyed prior to the enactment of Public Law 356 of the 82d 
Congress. 

In that respect, we feel that that is only fair. A man with 10 
percent should be raised pro rata with a man who is receiving 90 
percent. 

Third, we rec =— nd that veterans insurance laws be amended to 
provide a period of 1 year for veterans of World War I and II and 
Korea to obtain that insurance to which they were previously entitled. 

Fourth, we support legislation to increase burial allowances from 
the present $150 to $250. 

Fifth, we reaffirm our position calling for equalization of death 
benefits for World War II and Korean widows, as compared to benefits 
paid to widows of World War I veterans. 

Sixth, we recommend that the Congress of the United States enact 
legislation to provide for the payment of disability compensation in 
the 10- and 20-percent brackets on a quarterly rather than a monthly 
basis. 

We would say parenthetically that we feel a huge economy could 
be effected by paying them quarterly. It would wipe out a lot of 
bookkeeping and trouble. 

These are the highlights of our legislative recommendations. 

Our other proposals are contained in a digest of resolutions from 
our Ninth Annual Convention of AMVETS, which was held in 
Indians polis, Ind., September 3 to 6, 1953. 

Madam C hairman, we desire, with your permission, to insert that 
digest for the record at the conclusions of our testimony. 

"The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it will be so ordered. 

Mr. Manapy. Now, as to the veterans’ housing program: Because 
the President’s Advisory Committee on Government Housing, Pol- 
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icies, and Programs recently made certain recommendations concern- 
ing the veterans GI loan program, we believe that this subject deserves 
special comment. We have been impressed by some of the recom- 
mendations of the President’s Commission. Others are still receiving 
our study and consideration, and we will be prepared to comment upon 
them in detail at a later time. 

We support the Commission’s recommendation that the Veterans’ 
Administration should consider providing special assistance to mort- 
gagees in small communities in the preparation of applications for the 
guaranty of loans. We also endorse the idea that the Veterans’ 
Administration should seek the advice of le nding institutions in 
revising and in simplifying their regulations, with committees of 
lenders bei sing formed to place applic ations for Veterans’ Administration 
direct loans with lenders whenever possible. 

We are, however, concerned with the Commission’s idea that a 
committee of informed Government officials should be established to 
review and set, from time to time, the ceiling interest rate on FHA 
insured and VA guaranteed mortgage loans. We are of the very 
definite opinion that the 4 percent ‘interest rate on GI mortgages 
should never have been increased in the first place; and we are 
unalterably opposed to even any remote suggestion that additional 
action in this field should be taken. 

We have not yet clearly evaluated the recommendation that the 
Veterans’ Administration should contract with the Federal Housing 
Administration to perform the technical functions of processing 
veterans’ home-loan applications. At first glance, it would appear 
that no service would be lost by this recommendation. It also would 
appear that the recommendation might achieve economy and effi- 
ciency by having 1 agency of the F ederal Government, instead of 2 
charged with the administration of these technical functions. How- 
ever, we desire to m: ake it crystal clear that our concern in this matter 
is for veterans, and we are not impressed by any argument that this 
proposal would olircdiats the necessity of lenders having to go to 2 
agencies instead of 1. We want the program to protect the interests 
of veterans, and we want to eliminate redtape for the veteran. We 
believe that this is a veterans’ program and not a builders’ and 
lenders’ program, and to this end we desire that any consideration 
given by the Congress to the Commission’s recommendation be based 
on this premise. 

Now I will speak about the Veterans’ Administration medicine. 

It is our position that great strides have been made during the last 
year to clear up the confusion on Veterans’ Administration medical 
programs. Certainly the false cries of mass abuse of non-service- 
connected hospitalization have been refuted by your Subcommittee 
on Hospitals and Medical Services. 

And I was delighted when I heard that discussed here this morning. 
We commend you for your action in this regard. We believe your 
inquiry was unbiased, was fair, and was in the best interest of the 
Government, the people, and the veteran. 

We believe that the new Veterans’ Administration regulations on 
ability to pay will act as a deterrent and will do much to deter would- 
be transgressors on this vital veterans benefit. Certainly, also, the 
new Veterans’ Administration dental regulations have done much to 
stop an obvious excess of national generosity. These and other 
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examples are vivid portrayals of Government determination to improve 
VA medicine. 

AMVETS desire to once again record our full support of nonservice- 
connected hospitalization. We believe it to be just. We believe it 
to be necessary. And we believe it to be a proper obligation of the 
Federal Government. We pledge to you that we shall continually 
endorse clearcut proposals which will eliminate the excesses, abuses, 
and luxuries from this program and from any other program. 

Our one consideration will be that such proposals will improve VA 
medicine. That is and must be the moving factor which is behind 
our thinking. 

Now I would like to discuss for a minute the subject of legislation 
by appropriation. 

Perhaps one of the most serious prublems facing veterans today is 
the growing tendency by the Congress to legislate on appropriation 
bills. 

And, parenthetically, | might say that in so doing the proper 
deliberations and hearings which should be conducted by a committee 
of this type are, of course, circumvented. It would appear from a 
recent history that no controversy, however complex, is free from 
this creeping paralysis. It matters little that honorable objectives 
are sought in this manner. It matters not that good moves are 
sometimes made through this medium. And it matters not that 
even AMVETS might believe in the purpose being sought by the 
committee. The important thing is that the long, hard battle for 
legitimate veterans benefits can be lost in a moment through this 
process if it be permitted to continue; 

We respectfully petition this committee to continue its opposition 
to this cancerous growth on veterans programs. 

Now, in conclusion, I would like to state that AMVETS are aware 
of the tremendous problems facing your committee, as you consider 
legislation for the veteran. We are aware of temper of the country. 
We are aware of the fiscal situation of the country. And, of course, 
we know that it is pointed toward holding the line on present pro 
grams. We cannot argue with this basic position. 

However, we have a belief that the matters we have discussed 
here today are in line with the Nation’s obligations. 

We have consistently attempted to indicate to the American public 
our belief that any program which is not good for the country as a 
whole could not ultimately benefit the veteran. Each of our sug- 
gestions is based on this theory and this premise. The history of the 
activity of this committee gives me and the veterans of the country 
conclusive proof that you share our desire to pursue this princi iple. 
We pledge you our unending and continuing support in arriving at 
this goal. And we are grateful to you for your indulgence in hearing 
us this morning. 

The CHarrMANn. Thank you very much, Mr. Commander. You 
remarks, without objection, will be inserted in the Congressional 
Record, so that the whole country can read them. 

Mr. Manapy. Thank you. 

(The digest of resolutions referred to follows:) 
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Dicest oF RESOLUTIONS CONCERNED Wirth VETERANS’ AFFAIRS PASSED BY 
AMVETS Ninth ANNUAL NATIONAL CONVENTION HELD IN INDIANAPOLIS, 
INp., SEPTEMBER 3-6, 1953 


1. Resolved, That AMVETS go on record as favoring a national cemetery being 
created in every State and Territory in the Union 

2. Resolved, That AMVETS go on record as requesting the new Hoover Com- 
mission, in reorganizing the Federal Government, to accept the aid and assistance 
of the national veteran leadership to the end that they may have available to them 
the greatest source of knowledge on veterans’ affairs as well as to avoid recom- 
mending the elimination of any essential service to veterans. 

3. Resolved, That AMVETS urge the Senate of the United States to establish a 
Senate Veterans’ Affairs Committee 

1. Resolved, That we express our belief that the new reorganization plan of the 
Veterans’ Administration is workable and urge the American public and the 
Congress to give the agency time to effectively place the program into operation. 
In taking this stand, we recognize that it is inevitable that problems will arise, 
but we are confident that good personnel and a good program can make the VA 
organization a forerunner of a greatly respected Government agency 

5. Resolved, That we express our pride in the statement of the Administrator 
of Veterans’ Affairs that he will make definite recommendations to Congress on 
today’s legislation as a normal function of leadership. 

6. Believing that the proposed shutdown of Armed Forces commissaries within 
the continental United States is in effect a reduction in pay for the average GI 
who already has a difficult time meeting everyday commitments because of the 
high cost of living, AMVETS urge the Secretary of Defense, Charles E. Wilson, 
to administer the power which he has at his discretion so as to defeat this proposal 
7. Resolved, That this convention goes on record as expressing our confidence 
in Mr. Harvey V. Higley, the new Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs, and pledge 
to him our assistance in arriving at an enduring veterans’ program, dedicated to 
the dual proposition of a Nation’s obligation to its veteran and the veteran’s 
obligation to his Nation. 

8. Resolved, That the Congress of the United States be strongly urged to 
eliminate the so-called Whitten amendment, that is, section 1310 of the Supple 
mental Appropriations Act, 1952, (Public Law 253, 82d Cong.), as amended by 
section 1302 of Public Law 275, 82d Congress, which imposes unrealistic restric- 
tions upon the appointment and promotion of Federal civil-service employees. 

9. Resolved, That the Congress of the United States be petitioned to amend 
Public Law 733, 81st Congress, or any other legislative action which authorizes 
summary removal and suspension of Federal employees without regard to either 
established civil-service regulations or the protective provisions of the Veterans’ 
Preference act of 1944 so as to provide for the right of appeal to aggrieved em- 
ployees before an impartial body. 

10. Resolved, That the Congress of the United States be requested to initiate 
such legislative action that will provide for the right of appeal to and a hearing 
before the Civil Service Commission for those Federal employees separated or 
suspended by administrative agencies under the procedures contained in part 9 
of the Civil Service Commission regulations 

11. Resolved, That the Congress of the United States be petitioned to provide 
adequate pay for Federal employees, in consideration of the cost of living index 

12. Resolved, That the Civil Service Commission be urged to amend its regula- 
tions so that reduction-in-force procedures must be applied by agencies to its 
employees when reorganization of an agency results in the abolishment of positions. 

13. Resolved, That the previous recommendation that the present numerical 
rating system of the Civil Service Commission be maintained in the determination 
of the relative standing of applicants on its registers be reaffirmed. 

14. Resolved, That the previous recommendation that no reduction in retire- 
ment benefits be made upon optional retirement after 30 years of service by 
Government employees be reaffirmed 

15. Resolved, That the Congress of the United States be strongly urged to 
maintain the present retirement system of Federal employees and to oppose any 
and all attempts to place Federal employees under the coverage of a social-security 
program. 

16. Resolved, That AMVETS support the United States Civil Service Com- 
mission in any appropriation action which will provide funds for satisfactory 
execution of its delegated and assigned authorities and responsibilities basic to 
veterans’ rights, benefits, and privileges. 
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17. Resolved, That the United States Civil Service Commission be granted the 
manpower necessary to ce mplete freque nt and thorough inspection of all agencies 
thereby guaranteeing the rights of veterans 

18. Resolved, That the previous stand on the reclassification of hospital attend- 
ants position be reaffirmed and that the United States Civil Service Commission 

plete a classification study of such position within the next year. 

19. Resolved, That since the use of the rider approach to bypass the activities 
of the appropriate congressional committees established to consider basic legis- 
lation is becoming more and more prevalent in the Congress of the United States, 
that AMVETS oppose the use of the rider technique; and in addition, that all 
available means be used by AMVETS to acquaint the individual legislators of its 
oppositi to the use of such technique of legislating through appropriation 








be urged to com 


20. Resolved, That AMVETS oppose any and all attempts to weaken the privi- 
leges and benefits accorded to veterans by either the Veterans Preference Act of 
1944, as amended, or any other legislative action 

21. Resolved, That we endorse the AMVETS nine-point commonsense program 
and reiterate our belief that it represents the only sound logical approach to the 
veterans rehabilitation progra 

22. Resolved, That AMVETS favor amendment to the Military Code of Justice 
which would provide legal safeguards to ex-servicemen charged with military crimes, 
specifically emploving the right to counsel, a preliminary hearing before a civilian 
tribunal, and that the preliminary hearing must indicate that a prima facie case 


eXISts a 





gainst the accused prior to the time that he could be transported overseas 
for court-martia 

23 Vi hnereas Robert Tot) A Ke rean veteran, Was discharged from the Air 
Force in December 1952, and 

Whereas 6 months later he was suddenly kidnaped by the Air Force and taken 
to Korea to face charges for an alleged crime committed during his service; Now 
therefore be it 

Re solved That the action of the Nit Fores be condem1 ed. 





Resolved further, That the Uniform Code of Militarv Justice be amended so that 
no ex-GI can be summarily taken from civilian life to face military charges, 


thereby depriving him of his constitutional right; further. that his rights should 
t he same as if the alleged crime were committed in civilian life. 





24. Resolved t AMVETS recommend that Public Law 182, 79th Congress, 
as amended, be further amended to provide a special statutory award for the 
anatomical loss or loss of use of 1 eve in combination with the anatomical loss or 
loss of use of 1 arm or 1 leg 

25. Resolved, That we recommend that the Congress of the United States enact 
legislation to provide for the payment of disability compensation in the 10 and 20 
percent brackets on a quarterly rather than a monthly basis, thus saving approxi- 
mately S1 million annually of taxpayers funds without any reduction of essential 
services to veterans 

26. Resolved, That AMVETS support or have introduced a proposal before the 
Congress of the United States which would increase the burial allowance for 
veterans from the present $150 to $250. 


27. We recommend that the national service director of AMVETS make a 
thorough study of the manner in which the 1945 schedule for rating disabilities is 
applied by the military services in evaluating disabilities for retirement under the 
Career Compensation Act of 1949 to the end that they may be applied with more 
consisteney and uniformity and more in keeping with the Veterans’ Administra- 
tion’s method of applying the same schedule. 

28. Resolved, That the AMVETS recommend that the information presently 
contained in D. D. Form 214, now issued to persons finally discharged from the 
military service be included in a new version of the certificate of service to be 
issued to persons who have completed a tour of active duty in the Armed Forces 
and are not discharged from the military service but are transferred to the Reserve 
components of the Armed Forces in an inactive status, thus preventing the dis- 
trust, misunderstanding, and ignorance by emplovers or prospective employers 
or other civilians who do not recognize the certificate of service as the equivalent 
of an honorable discharge 

29. We recommend that the legislative director of AMVETS be empowered to 
seek increases in disability compensation commensurate with the increased cost 
of living 

30. AMVETS recognize the propriety and desirability of granting additional 


compensation in excess of that to which they may otherwise be entitled to those 
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veterans who were prisoners of war in the Korean conflict and recommend the 
ielief provided by Publie Law 896, 80th Congress, and Publie Law 303, 82d 
Congress. 

31. AMVETS recommend that there should be no discrimination in disability 
compensation payments regardless of degree of disability We, therefore, favor 
legislation which would grant an increase across the board to all veterans having 
a compensable rating presently evaluated at less than 50 percent, thus giving 
them the same ratio to 100 percent as they enjoyed prior to the enactment of 
Public Law 339, 82d Congress. 

32. We recommend revision of Veterans’ Administration regulations to grant a 
60-day rebuttal period for non-service-connected permanently and totally dis 
abled veterans whose award is to be terminated by action of the Veterans’ 
Administration. 

33. We reaffirm AMVETS position calling for equalization of death benefits 
for World War II and Korean widows as compared to benefits paid to widows of 
World War I veterans 

34. We recommend that the AMVETS national service department give con- 
sideration to employing either a full-time or a part-time medical consultant on a 
national level to further implement the service program of the national organiza- 
tion, and further, that this medical consultant be accredited as a representative 
of AMVETS. 

35. AMVETS recommend that the Veterans’ Administration abolish the pres- 
ent system of issuing information bulletins, technical manuals, and other material 
referring to policy and revert to the system of putting all changes, policies, and 
procedures in the VA regulations formerly known as R and P and R and P R’s 

36. We recommend the enactment of legislation requesting that the first 
$10,000 of income received by widows from commercial life insurance on the 





life of a deceased veteran be waived and not counted as income in consideration 
of non-service-connected awards 
37. We recommend that veterans be allowed a period of 1 vear from the date 
of award of 50 percent or more compensation to present proof of marriage or 
depet lents which will entitle them to iner 
Public Law 239. 

38. We recommend decentralization of death claims by the Veterans’ Adminis- 
tration to the regional office level 

39. AMVETS commend the Armed Forces of the United States for the im- 
proved educational program in urging veterans to apply for compensation and 
other veterans’ benefits to which they may be entitled at the date of discharge 
and recommend that the program be continued and reemphasized 

10. We recommend the enactment of legislation by amendment to pact I 
Veterans Regulation 1 (a), as amended, providing for a 2-year presumptive period 
for psychosis. 

411. AMVETS recommend the enactment of legislation providing for a 15 





ased monetary allowances pursuant to 





percent increase in compensation to widows of service-connected veterans who 
have no dependents 

12. We recommend that Public Law 550 be amended to spell out the duties of 
the Veterans’ Administration and the State approval agencies in the adminis 
tration of the law so that current duplications, confusions, and misunderstandings 
with regard to supervision may be minimized. 

43. We urge that minimum qualifications for supervisory personnel be estab- 
lished to insure competent evaluation of education courses, instructional pro- 
cedures, and teaching techniques. Such standards should be based on factors 
including substantial educational preparation, educational background, and 
educational experience 

14. AMVETS oppose any plan reverting to the former practice under Public 
Law 346 of direct tuition payments by the VA to educational institutions or 
training establishments 

15. We recommend that the deadline on Public Law 16 for vocational rehabili- 
tation of disabled veterans be extended so that veterans who have been con- 
tinuously hospitalized since World War II will continue to be eligible for training 
when the need for vocational rehabilitation has been established. 

46. Resolved, That AMVETS reaffirm their position to give full support to the 
national apprenticeship program, and lend all possible assistance in obtaining 
adequate appropriations for the operation of that program. 

47. Resolved, That all departments and posts of AMVETS be urged to par- 
ticipate in the observance of the National Employ the Physically Handicapped 
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Week, and encourage the employment of physically handicapped veterans 
throughout the vear 

18. Resolved, That AMVETS support the work of the Bureau of Veterans’ 
Reemployment Rights and request that adequate funds be appropriated to 


insure the continuance i t! program 
19. Resolved, That the national organization of AMVETS use every effort 
within its power to see to it that additional personnel is added to the Veterans’ 


Employment Service to take care of the large number of veterans now entering 





the labor market as well as those already seeking the services of this agency 
50. Resolved, That AMVETS request the Bureau of Employment Security to 


maintain its present policies and standards to insure adequate service to veterans 
and urge Congress to appropriate adequate funds for this purpose 

51. Resolved, That the State employment security agencies be urged to carry 
out the established policies of the Secretary of Labor on services to veterans, 
including the designation of a local veterans employment representative in each 
public employment office who is fully trained and qualified to assist veterans in 


all employment, reemployment, and unemployment claims problems 

52. Resolved, That all AMVET posts be encouraged to work closely with the 
ocal public-emplovment offices in their own localities to end that all the 
ervices of these offices may be more fully utilized by AMVETS and their families, 
as well as other veterans, on a basis adequate to meet everyone’s highest level of 
j hievement, and recommend that a national employment officer or chairman 
shall be appointed who will request all AMVET-State departments to appoint 

State employment officers who shall, in turn, instruct post commanders to ap- 
point local employment officers to promote and effect the necessary contacts. 

53. Resolved, That AMVETS condemn the false economy theory of biweekly 
payments for unemployment compensation as being diametrically opposed to the 
fundamental principles of unemployment insurance 

54. Resolved, That AMVETS oppose the deterral of the Veterans’ Administra- 
tion Hospital scheduled to be built in the District of Columbia, and we em- 
phatically urge the Bureau of the Budget and the Congress to provide sufficient 
funds for the Veterans’ Administration to immediately begin construction of this 
facility 

55. We urge the Congress to enact permanent legislation which would provide 
that dental treatment of veterans will be limited to a period of 3 years following 
discharge except in those instances where actual service-connected disabilities are 
present such as malnutrition in the case of POW’s and traumatic oral conditions 

56. We express our belief that certain economies can be found in the Veterans’ 

Administration, but we most earnestly contend that these economies should not 
be at the expense of closing Veterans’ Administration beds or hospitals, or in the 
lowering of the quality of medical care given to veterans 

57. We reocuest that the national service director ot AMVETS consult with the 

Veterans’ Administration toward the end that a tuberculosis ward with trained 
medical personnel and a neuropsychiatric ward witb trained psychiatrists may be 
mmediately established in one of the Veterans’ Administration hospitals in the 
State of Montana 

58. Recognizing that there has been a marked improvement in medical services 
in the Veterans’ Administration hospitals under the Deans committees, and recog- 
nizing that Veterans’ Administration hospitals under Deans committees’ guidance 
are attached to the best medical schools and universities, we request that Deans 
committees be continued, broadened, better financed, and encouraged as a means 
toward improving the quality of medical care given to veterans. 

59. We urge the governors of each of the 48 States to advise the commissioner 
f insurance of those States to forbid alien, foreign, and domestic insurance com- 
panies doing business within those States to issue policies which have exclusion 
clauses based on services received in Veterans’ Administration hospitals and 
State-supported institutions. We urge that all such hospitals be reimbursed for 
such hospital benefits to which they would ordinarily be entitled provided the 
persons who enter such hospitals have valid and collectable disability insurance 
policies 

60. We heartily endorse all actions of our national headquarters and its officers 
on their stand against any reduction in Veterans’ Administration funds that would 
curtail hospital benefits of qualified veterans of military service of the United 
States and its possessions. 

61. AMVETS fully support the theory of non-service-connected hospitalization, 
believing it to be a just, proper, and necessary obligation of the Federal Govern- 











ment 
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62. In order to prevent abuse of a most vital benefit, we call upon the Congress 
to amend the present laws concerning rvice-connected hospitalization 
giving authority to the Veterans’ Administration to investigate the abilitv of the 


hon-se 


veteran to pay for such non-service-connected hospital care 

63. We oppose any plan of Government reorganization which would seek the 
transfer of Veterans’ Administration hospital and 1 ical services, or any other 
essential function of the Veterans’ Administration fro the irisdiction of the 


Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs 
64. We request the national service director of AMVETS to consult with t 


officials of the Veterans’ Administration Department of Medicine and Surgery 


concerning a proposal to add 100 beds to the Davis Park Veterans’ Administrati 
Hospital in Providence, R. I 

65. We recommend the expansion of present VA neuropsychiatric hospitals 
and t establishment of such additional facilities as required to adequ ly 
provide prompt and complete care for mentally ill vetera: 

66. Recognizing that there are many eligible vet ns « Vaiting lists for ad 
mission to VA |} spitals throughout the countr , a d re Oo he fact 


that the Veterans’ Administration has received sufficier 
vear 1954, and believing that a reallocation of present | 
could be instituted without a construction cost, we ul 
tion Department of Medicine and Si ery to util 

all available beds regardless of patient medical classification 
ff and personnel can be supplied 
+} 


ed services 
ns’ Administra 
stent p ible 








I 








sta 
64 W hereas e increase in interest from the 4 percent to 4 percent which 


was recently granted by the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs for the 





| rpose 
of creating a greater market for GI mortgages has not accomplished the purpose 
desired, and mortgages are still impossible to secure in some areas, and in other 


areas it is very difficult for the veteran to procure adequate GI mortgages; now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Federal Government reestablish the 4 percent interest rate 
on GI homes as permanent legislatior 

68. AMVETS recommend that the Loan Guaranty Division of the Veterans’ 
Administration reorganize its activity to the extent that the Appraisal Section 
completes an appraisal and issues a certificate of reasonabie value within 10 days 
following the reception of an appli 
time from the date of receipt of application to the date for closing of GI loans be 
a Maximum of 30 days. 





ation We further recommend that the elapsed 


69. We approve making lending agencies eligible for the organization and com- 
pletion of direct GI loans whenever necessary. 

70. AMVETS recommend that direct Government loans be made available to 
any approved agency for a loan to any qualified veteran who « 
get a guaranteed loan—said institution to retain any authorized or allowable fee 
and retain servicing on any loan originating in said institution with one-half 
ercent of the monthly remaining unpaid balance to be retained by such institu- 
ions for such servicing. The one-half percent would be included in the interest 

71. We recommend that warehousing be controlled by the Federal Government. 
72. We recommend that lending institutions or agencies be allowed the repur- 
chasing privilege of any loan originated and processed at any time at par 
73. We recommend a 100 percent guarantee on all GI loans 

74. AMVETS recommend that the loan value of the entire loan guaranty por- 

tion of the GI portfolio of any established lending institution or agency be estab- 
lished at. 100 percent of the Federal home loan bank for time of stress loans. 
75. We recommend a continued investigation of all institutions and/or mort- 
gage brokers or any other person or firm suspected of malpractice in conjunction 
with the origination and processing of GI loans with the ultimate prosecution of 
those found guilty 

76. We recommend a standardization of all minimum property requirements 
among Government agencies for any and all insured guaranteed loans 

77. AMVETS recommend the establishment of a plan of spec preapproval 
system whereby plans and specs would be figured for an area and numbered, 
thereby establishing a brochure of plans and specs approved for construction. 
This would eliminate countless hours of work as the appraisers job would be only 
the establishment of the value of the construction in relation to the site 

78. We recommend establishment of a plan and spec library in all Veterans’ 
Administration regional offices where preapproval plans and specs would be 
available to any prospective builder or veterans with information as to where 
they could be obtained 





nnot otherwise 


I 
t 
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79. We recommend a sliding-scale system for determination of the term of the 
loan in conjunction with the veteran applicants age. 

80. We recommend the abolition of legalized discounting of GI loans whereby 
the discount paid by the seller or builder is actually absorbed by the veteran in 


the sales price 

81. We recommend that the AMVET educational program on housing as en- 
dorsed by the Department of Massachusetts, the national executive committee, 
and the 1951 and 1952 national conventions be put into effect as soon as possible. 

82. We recommend that AMVETS publish excerpts from various publications 
as an educational program on housing for the benefit of veterans to aid them 
with their multitude of problems on housing. 

83. We recommend that a standing housing committee be ap ypointed by the 


national commander with the approval of the national executive committee and 
that similar resolutions of 1950 and 1952 be memorialized. 

84 Res olved, That AMVETS urge the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs to 
Cc a all insurance functions of ‘ A into three district offices as a means of 
achieving ¢ nomy and more efficie 

85 AM\ rE TS recommend that an amendment be made to section 5 of Public 
Law 23 and section 621 of a National Service Life Insurance Act, as amended 
by Public Law 23, to provide a period of 1 year in lieu of the present 120 days 

SO ANTIVETS recommend that legislation he enacted that would pern it vet 
erans of World War I and World War IT and Korea to reobtain that insurance to 
which they were previously entitled, 1 vear from enactment of such legislation, 
once again to purchase NSLI or USGI Further, that service connected dis- 
abilities of such veterans be waived in determining insurability 


The CHarrMan. I think you know we were fortunate enough to 
defeat some of the Appropriations Committee legislation against the 
veterans in this last session of Congress. 

As you know, this committee is 100 percent in agreement with 
you on that matter. 

I am rather troubled on the matter of the payment of the com- 
pensation checks in 3 months instead of 4, because so many of them 
say that they need money to pay their bills, 

Mr. Manapy. It is a problem. 

The CuarrmMan. Will you appear at a later date? 

Mr. Manapy. I would be glad to 

Mr. Ayres. Mr. Commander, I notice you stated in your con- 
clusion that you are aware that the temper of the country is pointed 
toward holding the line on present veterans’ programs. 

I would like to ask you the same question I asked the Legion 
commander, That is, you can, as an organization, only continue 
your good work providing vou have the financial means to do so? 

Mr. Manapy. That is true. 

Mr. Ayres. And further, do you feel that any adverse criticism 
toward one veterans’ organization chartered by the Congress regard- 
ing their activities carries over to your activities? 

Mr. Manapy. Well, realizing that the basic purpose of all veterans’ 
organizations is service to the veteran, I regret it when I see criticism 
of any veterans’ organization. I think it does hurt us all. 

Mr. Ayres. Do you think it might be advisable for the veterans’ 
organizations to agree on what they support insofar as fund raising 
methods are concerned, so that there could not be any growing 
resentment from the public’s point of view toward veterans organiza- 
tions and the good work they do? 

Mr. Manapy. I think that is a verv constructive suggestion and | 
appreciate very much your making it. 

Mr. Evins. Will the gentleman yield? In line with your recom- 
mendations on holding the line, I believe you reemphasized the fact 
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that you are for holding the line and not having the interest rates on 
GI housing mortgages increased further. You state you are definitely 
of the opinion that the 4 percent interest rate should never have been 
made in the first instance, and you are unalterably opposed to any 
suggestions that it go further. Therefore, you are for holding the 
line on keeping the interest rate down? 

Mr. Manapy. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Evins. One other observation on your statement. I think it 
is fine to emphasize some of the fine statements that the commander 
has made. He, of course, recommends, as others do, the continua- 
tion of hospitalization for nonservice-connected cases of veterans in 
need, and he says this is a proper obligation of the Federal Govern- 
ment. 

There have been those who have testified and said that private 
medical care should take care of it, or the States should take care of 
proper medical care for veterans. 

I rather liked your statement there that it is an obligation of the 
Federal Government to care for the disabled veterans. 

Mr. Manapy. Thank you, very much. I appreciate your feeling 
in the matter. 

The CHarRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana, Mr. Adair. 

Mr. Aparr. Mr. Commander, I should like to add my words to 
those who have already commended you, and particularly express my 
appreciation of what you have said in such a forthright manner about 
legislation by appropriation. I think you have correctly put your 
finger on one of the major problems which confronts the Congress, 
not only with respect to veterans’ legislation but in many other in- 
stances as well. You have made a very clear, understandable state- 
ment, and one which I hope will be followed by other organizations 
as well. 

Mr. Manapy. Perhaps we should send a copy of this to the Appro- 
priations Committee. 

Mr. Aparr. I hope you do so. 

Mr. Saytor. Will the gentleman yield? 

I would like to concur heartily in that statement, Commander, 
bringing this point out, of the danger of legislation by appropriation, 
not only to veterans’ affairs, on which we had the fight last year, but 
it is a matter which affects every other committee of the Congress 
And with due regard to the members of that great committee, they 
sometimes become imbued with their own importance and decide that 
they should take things in hand and not proceed with the proper legis- 
lative committee. If that is to be their aim and goal, then the other 
legislative committees of the Congress might as well fold up like the 
Bedouins at night and go home. 

The CHArrMan. I think there are 50 members of the Appropriations 
Committee, and I think they had 50 assistants investigating for them, 
and they took 1 of our committee members, which caused great 
resentment. 

Mr. Bonin. As a fellow Pennsylvanian, I wish to compliment 
Commander Mahady for the splendid statement he made before this 
committee. And you may rest assured that it will be given thorough 
consideration by all the members of this committee. 

Mr. Manapy. Thank you, sir, very much. 
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The CHarrmMan. We are very grateful to you, and if you and you 
fine staff will appear at a later date, we will be very grateful to you. 

At this point I will enter in the record a statement submitted by 
Mr. Charles E. Lofgren, national secretary, Fleet Reserve Association, 
concerning veterans’ legislation recommended by that association 


r 


he statement referred to is as follows:) 


a 
" 


STATEMENT OF CHARLES E. Loraren, NATIONAL SECRETARY, FLEET RESERVE 
ASSOCIATION, CONCERNING VETERANS’ LEGISLATION RECOMMENDED BY THI 
| ET Re ERVI ASSOCIATION 
Madam Chairman and gentlemen, it was a pleasure to have attended the 


hearings at which the national commanders of the major veterans’ organizations 
were given an opportunity to outline their veteran program by your committee 


On behalf of the Fleet Reserve Association, whose membership is composed 


of enlisted men of the Navy and Marine Corps, active, fleet reserve and retired, 
l a eciate the opportunity to spread upon the minutes of your hearing, the 
] slative recommendations adopted by the 26th National Convention of the 
Fleet Reserve Association, and request your committee’s consideration of these 
iby 
The Fleet Reserve Association is pleased to endorse in general the programs 
ibmitted by the national commanders of the various major veteran organizations 


Che specific items proposed by the Fleet Reserve Association, dealing with 
veteran legislation, are as follows 

| That the Fleet Reserve Association, oppose any action on the part of 
Congress which through failure of sufficient appropriation will curtail or eliminate 
adequate and needed contact service in the Veterans’ Administration. 


2) Urge Congress to amend Public Law 23, approved April 25, 1951, to 
remove hardships and inequities and give Korean veterans a better opportunity 
to obtain ar d convert Government Insurance. 


3) Recommend the passage of H. R. 25 which would extend to all chronically 


lisabled veterans a 3-year presumption of service-connection instead of the 
pres t 1 ea 

1) Urge Congress that there be established in the United States Senate a 
standing committee on veterans’ affairs 


5) Uree Congress to restore the right of insurable World War II veterans to 
obtain Government insuranes 
mmend the passage of H. R. 5483 whic! pro\ ides for the elimination 
commercial ‘nsurance as a factor in the computation of annual income in the 
determination of eligibility for pension 
7) Recommend that legislation be passed by Congress to provide widows of 
World War IJ and Korean veterans with pensions similar to those provided for 


widows of World War I veterans 


The CHarkMAN. We stand adjourned on this subject until Tues- 


day, February 16, when we will receive the national commander of 
the Veterans of Foreign Wars. 
Whereupon, at 11:55 a. m., the hearing was adjourned.) 
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VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS, DISABLED AMERICAN 
VETERANS, AND AMERICAN VETERANS OF WORLD 
WAR II 


TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 16, 1954 


House oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS, 
Wash ington, Di 

The committee met at 10 a. m., pursuant to call, in room 356, 
Old House Office Building, Hon. Edith Nourse Rogers, chairman, 
presiding. 

The CHarrMAN. We have gathered together today, as you know, to 
hear the Veterans of Foreign Wars. 

We are delighted to welcome you here, Mr. Commander, with all 
of your group. Mr. Ketchum is no stranger to us. 

You have appeared before this committee how many years, Mr. 
Ketchum? 

Mr. Kercuum. About 14, Madam Chairman. 

The CuHatrMan. I go back prior to that, and so does General 
Kearney, as you know, your former commander. 

We have here this morning a delightful and distinguished gentleman 
from Kansas, the Honorable Myron V. George. 

Mr. Ketchum, will you proceed? I am hurrying up a little bit, 
because Congressman George, of Kansas has, to go to another com- 
mittee meeting. 


STATEMENT OF WAYNE E. RICHARDS, COMMANDER IN CHIEF, 
VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS OF THE UNITED STATES; OMAR 
B. KETCHUM, LEGISLATIVE DIRECTOR, VFW; AND GEORGE E. 
IJAMS, REHABILITATION DIRECTOR, VFW 


Mr. Ketrcuum. Madam Chairman and members of the committee, 
we are very happy to have the privilege and opportunity to bring to 
this hearing the commander in chief and the national officers and the 
department commanders of the Veterans of Foreign Wars. 

Time will not permit us here this morning, of course, to introduce 
all of the notables that we have assembled here. I can assure you all 
of them are worthy and deserving of a special introduction, but in 
the interest of time, and some of our Kansas delegation that are here 
and have to leave for committee meetings, I do want the privilege of 
presenting just a few of our national officers who are here, if you have 
no objection. 

I was going first to present the members of the Kansas delegation 
that are present here. Let me present first, Everett Scrivner from 
the Second Congressional District of Kansas. 
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Everett Scrivner. [Applause.] 

The CuarrmMan. He has served upon this committee and had a 
great deal to do with the writing of the GI bill of rights, and also a 
great deal to do with the writing of reports of this committee, and 
they were stars. 

Mr. Kercuum. Thank you, Madam Chairman. It is a pleasure 
to be back in this committee room, not as a member but as a visiting 
guest, and to join with others from Kansas to pay tribute to our 
national commander, of whom the State of Kansas is justifiably well 
proud. 

I thought I saw Congressman Wint Smith from the Sixth District, 
but I think Wint had to leave, and I know some of the others came in 
a little early and had to go to meetings. 

I do want to present another distinguished guest, a member of our 
national legislative committee. I refer to the Governor of Kansas, 
Governor Ed Arn. [Applause.] 

Now, I would like to present Merton Tice. [Applause.] 

He is from Mitchell, 5. Dak. 

And Tim J. Murphy, Junior Vice Commander in Chief of the VF W 
from Boston, Mass. [Applause.] 

And the Adjutant General of the VFW from Kansas City, Julian 
Dickenson. [Applause.] 

Mr. Treacue. No, no. 

Mr. Kercuum. From Texas? 

Mr. Teacusr. Right. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Kercuum. And the Quartermaster General of the VFW from 
Kansas City, Robert Handy, Jr. [Applause.] 

The Judge Advocate General of the VFW, Fred Mancuso, of 
Kansas City. Fred is going to be a little late this morning. 

I remember now. 

And the surgeon general of the organization, from Bristol, Va., Dr. 
Guy C. Richardson. [Applause.] 

Our national chaplain from Minnesota, the Reverend Father Harold 
EK. Whittet. [Applause.] 

The chief of staff of the organization, Louis G. Feldmann, of 
Hazleton, Pa. Is Louis here? Louis is attending another meeting. 

The inspector general, from Kansas City, Elmer Jenkins. Is he 
here? 

Now I want to introduce a few of our past commanders in chief 
who are here this morning. 

First is James W. Cothran, our immediate past commander in chief, 
from South Carolina. 

Jimmy Cothran? Here he is. [Applause.] 

And from Pennsylvania, Past Commander in Chief Frank C. Hilton. 
Did Frank get in? We call him the late Mr. Hilton. He is on the 
telephone right now. 

And from the great State of Washington, way out on the slopes of 
the Pacific, Charles C. Ralls, that fighting marine. Oh, Charles is at 
the Un-American Activities Committee meeting this morning. 

And from the Empire State of New York, Past Commander in 
Chief Clyde A Lewis. [Applause.] 

And from Madison, Wis., Past Commander in Chief Lyall T. Beggs. 
Is Lyall in this morning? 
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Well, I know this guy is here. From the mile high city on the 
slopes of the Rockies, Denver, Colo., Ray “Horse Collar’? Brannaman. 
Here he is. [Applause.] 

And from Baltimore, Md., Past Commander in Chief Paul C. 
Wolman. Isn’t Paul in this morning? 

I am going to try two more here. 1 wonder if the chairman of our 
national legislative committee, from Seattle, Wash., Theodore Little, 
is here? Ted Little? Here he is. (Applause. ] 

And the chairman of our national security committee, from Arkansas 
City, Kans., Colonel Walker. 

Now I have one more introduction before I present the one who 
is going to present the commander in chief. I want to present 
another past commander in chief, who is present in this room, and 
one whom we are very proud of, and who has been serving as a member 
of this distinguished committee for many years. I would like to 
acknowledge, so that everybody may see him, although they know 
him—past commander in chief Gen. B. W. Pat Kearney. [Applause]. 

The CuarrMan. He does not let us get away with anything. 

Mr. Kercuum. And now, Madam Chairman, I should like to pre- 
sent the distinguished Member of Congress from the Third Congres- 
sional District of Kansas, who is the representative for the commander 
in chief in his own home district, who will present the commander 
in chief Myron George. [Applause.] 


STATEMENT OF HON. MYRON V. GEORGE, A REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF KANSAS 


Mr. Grorcr. Madam Chairman, members of the committee, and 
fellow veterans, | have the honor and pleasure to introduce to you 
today a Kansan from my congressional district, a gentleman who has 
been active in veterans and civic affairs in our State for many years. 

In July 1942, he enlisted in the Air Force, and on October the 16th, 
1943 was commissioned a pilot, in which capacity he served throughout 
World War II, chiefly in the far Pacific. 

During his 18 months overseas, he saw active service in New Guine:s 
Australia, the Philippine Islands, Okinawa, and Japan. His decora- 
tions include the Air Medal, Philippines Liberation Medal, with 2 
battle stars, and the Asiatic Pacific Campaign Medal with 4 campaign 
stars. He is still an officer in the Air Force Reserve. He was junior 
vice commander in 1946-47 of the Spencer Ralston Post of Arkansas 
City, Kans. He was elected senior vice commander for the depart- 
ment of Kansas VFW in 1949 and 1950 and department commander 
in 1950 and 1951. Then he was elected junior vice commander of the 
national organization for the 1951-52 operational year. He is a 
member of the Kansas Veterans’ Commission, to which he was ap- 
pointed by our Governor Ed Arn. 

The fact that he has risen quickly from an ordinary dues-paying 
member of the VFW to the top of the organization proves the caliber 
and the quality of the members of the VFW and the members of our 
Kansas citizenry. 

It gives me great pleasure today to present to you Wayne E. 
Richards, commander in chief, Veterans of Foreign Wars. Wayne? 
[Standing applause. | 

Mr. Ricuarps. Thanks a lot, Myron. 
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The CuatrMAN. We are delighted to have you, as you know. And 
before you begin, would you like to meet the various members of the 
committee? 

Mr. Ricuarps. Yes, if you would like. 

The Cuarrman. Mrs. Kee is ill. Mr. Adair is out of town. Mr. 
Mack has another meeting. This is Mr. Secrest over here. He has 
an important conference and won’t be able to stay very long. Mr. 
Mailliard of California is out of town. 

And your former commander of the Veterans of Foreign Wars has 
an un-2 Ame ‘rican Activities Committee mee ting; as you know, we owe 
him a great debt of gratitude. Congressman Kearney from New York, 
you all know. 

Mr. Evins is attending a funeral this morning. 

Mr. Radwan of New York. [Applause.] 

Mr. Ayres of Ohio. [Applause.] 

Mr. Prouty of Vermont. [Applause.] 

Mr. Teague of Texas. [Applause.] 

Mr. Dorn of South Carolina. [Applause.] 

Mr. Secrest of Ohio. [Applause.] 

Mr. Long of Louisiana. [{Applause.] 

Mr. Frelinghuysen of New Jersey. [Applause.] 

Mr. Fino of New York. [{Applause.] 

Mr. Byrne of Pennsylvania. [Applause.] 

Mr. Gentry of Texas. [Applause.] 

Mr. Matthews is = because he has no opposition for reelection 
either Democratic or Republican. [Applause.] 

Mr. Selden of abana. [Applause.] 

Mr. Natcher of Kentucky. [Applause.] 

And Mr. Johnson of Wisconsin. [Applause.] 

I would like to say that I think it is rather unique, and speaks well 
for the nonpartisanship of the committee, in that we have 14 Repub- 
licans and 14 Democrats on the committee. We have one more 
Democrat than we really have a seat for. [Laughter.] 

Congressman Martin of lowa, would you come up and sit with us? 

Mr. Kercuum. Let me present to this crowd here Congressman 
Tom Martin of Iowa, who I understand is also a candidate for Senator 
out in lowa. Tom Martin. [Applause.] 

The Cuarrman. And this is Mr. Edmondson of Oklahoma. 
|Applause.] 

Mr. Commander, would you like to proceed without interruption? 

Mr. Ricuarps. With your permission, I would like to read this 
statement, if I may. 

The CuatrmMan, Will vou be seated? 

Mr. Ricnarps. Madam Chairman and members of the House 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs: Exactly 1 year has elapsed since my 
distinguished predecessor, James W. Cothran, appeared before your 
fine committee to present our — program for 1953. Later i 
my statement, I should like to briefly review the events of the tes 
year, but first, | want to try aol find words to adequately express our 
sincere appreciation for this meeting today. It was gracious of you, 
Madam Chairman, to grant our request for this special hearing. 
Again, it is the time of our annual Washington Conference of National 
and Department Officers. Those men who have accompanied me to 
this meeting today constitute the top leadership of our organization 
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and come from every State and Territory. It is a rare privilege for 
them to attend an open session of this committee and it gives you an 
opportunity to size up the quality and quantity of the men who guide 
our organization, 

| know it is ancient history to the oldtimers on this committee but 
for the benefit of the new members I am proud to point out that our 
organization has been honored in the past to have as its commander 
in chief, one of your distinguished colleagues on this committee, 
General B. W. (Pat) Kearney, of New York, and one of your distin- 
guished colleagues in the House, Capt. James E. Van Zandt, of 
Pennsylvania. We believe we have an organization that is a positive 
and patriotic force for good—that opinion, I am sure, is shared by 
many national leaders whom we are proud to number among our 
membership, including many Members of the Congress, President 
Kisenhower, former President Truman, Supreme Court Justices, 
Cabinet Members, and many others. 

May I briefly discuss our organization by recalling a few historical 
facts. Except for the Mexican War, and a few minor engagements, 
the Armed Forces of our Nation had never been called upon to fight 
on foreign soil until the Spanish-American War in 1898. The re- 
turning veterans from that war found a need for an organization of 
men who had shared common hardships far from their homeland. 
In September 1899 a small group of these men meeting in Columbus, 
Ohio, pledged themselves to “honor the dead by helping the living”’ 
and formed an organization which they called, the American 
Veterans of Foreign Service. From this humble beginning has 
grown the Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United States, embracing 
approximately one and a quarter million members in 10,000 posts in 
every State and Territory of the United States and some foreign 
countries. 

l am proud to say that all the members of our organization are men 
who have served in the Armed Forces of the United States on foreign 
soil or in hostile waters during some war, campaign, or expedition 
and are native or naturalized American citizens. In its 55 years of 
existence our organization has weathered many storms—somehow our 
early leaders imparted to the organization a vision and determination 
that has given us survival power. We are here to stay and we are 
proud to point out that during our lifetime we have kept going almost 
entirely from the financial support of our own membership. On a 
few occasions we have attempted to share our financial problems with 
the public but the experiences were unsatisfactory both to the public 
and to us. The only consistent appeal our national organization 
makes for public contributions is in the annual sale of the “buddy 
poppy,” made by the disabled in veterans’ hospitals. The funds 
received from this source help support our National Rehabilitation 
Service and out National Home for Widows and Orphans of deceased 
members located at Eaton Rapids, Mich. The home occupies 640 
acres of beautiful farmland and includes a hospital, community center, 
plavgrounds, and family size houses in which the children live under 
the guidance of a house mother. We believe it provides the best 
possible substitute for normal family life for boys and girls who have 
been left without a home upon the death of one or both parents. 

I am also proud to say that in the 12-month period ending June 1, 
1953, our National Rehabilitation Service reviewed 381,694 case 
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folders and processed 175,000 claims for veterans and their depend- 
ents, resulting in total recoveries amounting to $128,904,546. This 
service is rendered without charge and without regard to member- 
ship in the Veterans of Foreign Wars. To carry on this service we 
have 274 accredited representatives of which 175 are continuously 
active in handling claims. Many of these representatives have 
offices in Veterans’ Administration facilities throughout the United 
States and its Territories. Without their services the Federal Gov- 
ernment would, no doubt, be required to hire additional employees 
for this purpose. To this extent, I think we perform a function for 
Government and in this connection I should like to quote from page 
39 of the report of the Attorney General’s Committee on Adminis- 
trative Procedure, published as Senate Document 186 in the 76th 
Congress: 

The service organizations, however, perform a role more important than that 
simply of advocates in a particular case. They have further become an integral 
part of the administration of the veterans’ laws. Each organization maintains 
papacy in the Veterans’ Administration itself. In many respects, they may act 


as a buffer for the Administration. In practice, they may winnow out the 
Sshiban, they can and do discourage unnecessary appeals and unnecessary 
production of witnesses. Thus the service organizations may perform an 


important function of clarification and expedition. 

Time will not permit me to discuss in detail our extensive com- 
munity service program and other activities which I believe are 
helping to build a stronger and better America. I am proud, how- 
ever, that over 8,000 of our 10,000 posts and 3,000 auxiliaries engaged 
in over 175,000 community service projects in the past year. 

Perhaps you wonder why I have taken time to mention these things. 
The reason is this: Since the end of World War II, I have noted, 
with concern, a gradually increasing tendency to regard veterans as 
largely a drain on the Federal Treasury—and veteran organizations 
as high-pressure groups that contribute little to society. What a 
different attitude now from the almost universal attitude at the end 
of World War II when some 15 million men and women were returned 
to civilian life. At that time a grateful public, weary of war, welcomed 
the return of those who had defended the Nation against its enemies. 
Thousands upon thousands of discharged veterans started small 
businesses throughout the country using the word ‘‘veteran” in their 
firm name to advertise the fact they had been in the service. Veterans 
were popular—to be a veteran was an advantage in many activities. 
I’m sure we all remember the veterans’ taxi companies, veterans’ 
cleaners, veterans’ garages, et cetera, of the early postwar years. 
Now they are a rarity, and I think this exemplifies a growing feeling 
that it is not so popluar now to be a veteran. In fact, there is a grow- 
ing refrain to the effect that one who defended his country in time of 
war merely performed his duty and should not expect any special 
recognition unless specifically disabled in service. Of course, we 
agree that one who is now a veteran had an obligation to defend his 
country. He had exactly the same obligation as the able-bodied 
nonveteran. To those individuals and groups who infer that the 
veteran is a coddled and lazy sort of a person living off the Nation, 
I would say: If the business of being a veteran is so profitable, why 
do we have a Selective Service System to supply men for our Armed 
Forces? Why is not the problem of our local draft boards that of 
selecting those who must remain as civilians? I think the answer is 
obvious—it is as obvious as their viewpoint is dangerous to America. 
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I should like now to turn briefly to the events of the past year, and, 
as I do so, I first want to express our appreciation of the efforts of this 
committee and the spirit of courteous cooperation in which your able 
and conscientious staff has handled your affairs. The past year was 
largely one of defense, of holding the line against sharp attacks on the 
entire structure of the veterans benefit program. Early in 1953 this 
committee rendered valuable service in the fight to obtain adequate 
appropriations for the hospital and medical program. Your fight was 
fruitful and the House, in the final action, went along with your view- 
point. As the attacks on the hospital program continued your Sub- 
committee on hospitals rendered a great service through its investi- 
gation of the operation of hospital facilities which was published as 
Committee Print No. 53. This was followed by the very important 
hearings conducted by the Hospital Subcommittee which inquired 
into the matter of entitlement to hospital and medical care. These 
hearings turned the searching light of truth on false statements and 
irresponsible charges made by enemies of the hospital and medical 
program. It is the best and most current record of actual facts now 
available and was made possible only by the objective manner in 
which your committee approached this subject. We recognize that 
the long fight over appropriations in the last session made diflicult, if 
not impossible, le ngthy consideration and favorable action on other 
needed legislation. We are hopeful for a brighter picture this session 
and that brings me to some highlights of our current program. 

In the first session of the present Congress, H. R. 2575 was intro- 
duced at VFW request. This bill seeks to revise the ‘disability com- 
pensation schedule by increasing the rate for permanent total disability 
from the present $172.50 per month to $187.50 per month. It would 
also correct the incongruous situation created by Public Law 356 of 
the 82d Congress which established a higher rate of increase for dis- 
abilities rated 50 percent or more than was given for disabilitie ‘s under 
50 percent. At the time hearings were conducted on H. R. 2575, we 
pointed out that compensation for permanent total disability in 1940 
was $100 per month, at which time the Consumers’ Price Index of 
the Bureau of Labor Statistics stood at 100. In the 1953 hearings the 
Consumers’ Price Index was 188.6 and is now at approximately that 
same level. 

Krom a comparison of these figures, it is readily apparent that com- 
pensation for permanent total disability when measured by 1940 
values is less than $100 per month. 

We also pointed out that in 1940 the average hourly earnings of 
production workers in manufacturing industries was 66 cents an 
hour, while in January 1953 the average hourly earnings of such 
workers was $1.74 per hour, an increase of 163 percent. - Time will 
not permit a thorough discussion of many other factors which clearly 
reveal that compensation rates have actually declined since 1940. 
When measured by purchasing power there has been a steady decline, 
and this, during a period of unprecedented prosperity. 

A longstanding objective of the Veterans of Foreign Wars has been 
the enactment of a uniform pension system for veterans of all wars 
and their dependents. This has been based on the sound principle 
that veterans pensions should not be determined by the particular 
war in which the veteran fought. I can, therefore, say that we 
approve of the principle embodied in H. R. 7535 recently introduced 
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by the eracious chairman of this committee. Our only objection 
to the bill is that it adopts the less favorable rates and conditions of 
part III pensions rather than the more favorable rates and conditions 
which are applicable to veterans of the Spanish-American War. 
Rising costs and the decline in purchasing power wo which I previously 
rrferred apply with like effect to pension rates. We, therefore, sug- 
gest that the rates in section 4 of H. R. 7535 be substantially increased 
and that the income limitations in section 5 be increased to $2,000 
and $3,000. We are particularly concerned at this time with the 
tragic plight of the aging pensions of World War I who are barely 
able to keep body and soul together on the present pension rate. As 
we approach a period of economic readjustment, aging people who 
were previously employable because of the manpower shortage, now 
find themselves out of work. It is this group that is most desperately 
in need of relief and I should like to point out that the dollars paid to 
these needy people are immediately injected into the economic 
stream for rent, food, clothing, and other necessities of life. 

Mrs. Rogers. Mr. Commander, I am happy to have the endorse- 
ment of VPN for this bill. 

Many economists have pointed out that we have increased our 
facilities for production and the productive output of individual 
workers to such an extent that the only cure for our economic ills is to 
expand consumption. Therefore, in consideration of the compensa- 
tion and pension program, we should not be unmindful of the effect 
such a program has on the economic welfare of the Nation. 

\ discussion of the adequacy of the compensation and pension 
program would not be complete without a consideration of the element 
of cost for certainly we cannot expect a program that is beyond the 
Nation’s ability to pay. Many members of the committee will recall 
that we have previously made a comparison of the cost of compensa- 
tion and pensions today with the cost of military pensions some 60 
years ago, and its relationship to national income. 

As our statistics disclosed, veterans represented about 3 percent of 
the total population of the United States in 1890 against slightly more 
than 13 percent today, and that military pensions consumed a larger 
percentage of national income in the 1890’s than does compensation 
and pensions today. ‘This, it seems to me, requires an analysis of the 
costs of Government for the purpose of determining if our expenditures 
for the veteran benefit program are not lagging behind less vital 
obligations. Certainly, we who have defended this Nation in time of 
war have no desire to destroy or weaken its financial structure. We 
recognize that the Congress is better qualified than we are to pass on 
the complex fiscal affairs of government. We, however, do seriously 
solicit your careful consideration of the proper place to be given 
veterans’ benefits in our Government spending program. 

The question of entitlement, alleged abuses, and the scope of the 
hospital and medical program for veterans was discussed at length at 
our national encampment last August. The findings of the Subcom- 
committee on Hospitalization of your committee confirmed our belief 
that the actual abuses in the hospital and medical program were 
negligible. Consequently, the national encampment did not alter 
our longstanding position with respect to entitlement of veterans to 
hospitalization and medical treatment. We reaffirmed our traditional 
stand that adequate hospital facilities should be made available to 





1954 LEGISLATIVE PROGRAMS 3633 


care for (a) service-connected disabled in need of treatment: (6) tuber- 
cular, neuropsychiatric and chronic cases requiring long periods of 
hospitalization, regardless of service connection or ability to pay; and 
(c) other nonservice-connected cases who are unable to pay. Not- 
withstanding inferences from spokesmen of the American Medical 
Association and affiliated medical groups, the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars has never demanded or expected sufficient hospital beds to care 
for all of the ills and ailments of our 20 million plus veterans. We do 
believe the bed capacity of Veterans’ Administration hospitals should 
be increased to not less than the 131,000 beds which was established 
as a yardstick by the Truman administration. It is noted, however, 
that the recommended budget for fiscal 1954 from the Bureau of the 
Budget would provide for the operation and maintenance of approxi- 
mately 110,000 beds. This falls far short of the established goal of 
131,000 beds. We are concerned with the campaign being carried 
on by spokesmen for the American Medical Association. It is un- 
fortunate that these veer are juggling and distorting statistics 
issued by the Veterans’ Administration in an attempt to make the 
public believe that approximately 85 percent of all beds in VA hos- 
pitals are being occupied by veterans with non-service-connected 
disabilities who could afford to pay for private treatment 

Mrs. Rogers. Mr. Commander, I am sure that you and all the 
members of the Veterans of Foreign Wars want to keep the record 
straight on this point. There is at the present time an overall goal of 
128,000 VA hospital beds but it is not a firm program but one that 
rather varies from time to time depending upon the construction of 
new hospitals and the retirement of the older facilities. You will 
recall, of course, that in December 1948, the President reduced the 
hospital program by some 16,000 beds. I protested the action at that 
time and introduced legislation to provide for the construction of 
these needed facilities. The House on one occasion passe «d such a bill 
but it was never enacted into law. The Congress last year granted 
all the funds which the VA Medical Department said it could possibly 
administer—these funds provided for the staffing and operation = 
114,315 hospital beds. The budget for the next year—fiscal yes 
1955—if enacted, will provide for the average daily staffing and opera- 
tion of 117,700 beds. This figure is controlled ve ry large ly now by 
the ability or inability to recruit personnel. 

The facts, based on annual clinical bed surveys by the Veterans’ 
Administration, reveal that not more than 10 percent of the available 
beds are daily occupied by veterans with non-service-connected 
disabilities requiring short periods of hospitalization. Even among 
the 10 percent in this category it is open to doubt if many of them could 
afford to pay for private treatment. The annual bed surveys actually 
reveal that the great majority of VA hospital beds are dé Lily occupied 
by veterans with service-connected disabilities or tubercular, neuro- 
psychiatric and chronic cases ii ham long periods of treatment 
who would not be able to pay, even in part, for private treatment. 
We are also concerned with the decision of the Administrator of 
Veterans’ Affairs to add a financial questionnaire to the hospital 
application form after the first session of this Congress had repudiated 
efforts to change the conditions governing admission of veterans to 
hospitals The Administrator has given assurance that these financial 
questionnaires will remain confidential and will not be used to deny 
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or delay admissions to VA hospitals. Time will determine whether 
the financial questionnaire will serve as a weapon to prevent deserving 
veterans from receiving medical treatment which they cannot afford 
in private facilities. 

I am sure this committee is aware that training under Public Law 
16 expires in July 1956. Numerous bills to extend the provisions of 
the act for certain groups of disabled veterans have been introduced 
in the Congress. Our recommendation for amendment of Public 
Law 16, pursuant to a resolution of our national encampment, is 
contained in a bill which has been prepared and pending introduction. 
This bill is a new approach to vocational rehabilitation of our disabled 
in that it makes the provisions of Public Law 16 available to those 
disabled in peacetime service, at 80 percent of the wartime rate, 
if their disability is evaluated at not less than 30 percent. We 
believe this is a sound recommendation for its effect will be to return 
to the production line disabled persons who otherwise might be 
dependent upon public assistance. 

In addition to the humanitarian aspects of such a program, we 
believe it will also pay dividends by reducing costs of the pension 
program. The value of vocational rehabilitation of the disabled 
has been recognized by the Congress under the program which reim- 
burses States for one-half the cost of vocational training for disabled 
nonveterans. Nearly 100,000 disabled persons per year receive 
assistance under this program at a cost to the Federal Treasury 
of more than $20 million annually. It seems to us that the prin- 
ciple has already been accepted and we merely advocate that the 
present program for those injured in the Armed Forces be extended, 
with the same relationship between war and peacetime service, that 
now exists in the payment of compensation. 

The Milwaukee VFW national encampment held last August 
adopted, by an almost unanimous vote, a resolution protesting 
the increase in interest rates on GI loans from 4 to 4% percent and 
called for legislation to roll back the interest rate to 4 percent. At 
the time the interest rate was increased by agreement between the 
Secretary of the Treasury and the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs 
it was stated the increase was necessary to break loose private money 
to support the GI home loan program. 

Experience reveals that for the several months following the increase 
in interest rates, money was about as scarce as ever and tighter in some 
sections of the country. There has been some relief in private money 
for GI loans in recent months but the additional funds have not war- 
ranted or proven the assumption that the increased rate would provide 
plenty of private money for GI loans. We strongly urge the Congress 
to consider rolling back the GI interest rate to 4 percent and to keep 
alive a liberal, direct loan program to take up the slack if private 
money freezes up. The Veterans of Foreign Wars has noted with 
interest the report and recommendations of the President’s Committee 
on Home and Housing Policies. Many aspects of that report are 
viewed with favor by the leadership of our organization but the forth- 
coming department encampments and the national encampment will 
determine the final position on the recommendations. Representatives 
of the Veterans of Foreign Wars were invited to testify before the 
President’s Housing Committee and to express opinions on certain 
recommendations with respect to the FHA and the VA home loan 
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programs. The position of the VFW has taken, pending a national 
encampment decision, is to the effect that the VA loan programs should 
remain under the control of the Veterans’ Administration with no 
transfer of functions, by amending legislation, to the Federal Housing 
Administration. 

We know, however, that there are certain technical functions, such 
as appraisals and inspections, performed by both the FHA and the 
VA which constitute duplication of effort and costs. We suggest, as 
the President’s committee recommended, that, if feasible, the Adminis- 
trator of Veterans’ Affairs, by mutual agreement with the Administra- 
tor of the Federal Housing Administration, delegate to the FHA the 
power to perform such functions with the understanding that if it 
worked to the disadvantage of veterans the agreement could be can- 
celed and the VA resume performance of said technical functions. We 
are unalterably opposed, however, to a transfer, by legislation, of any 
of the functions of the VA home loan program to the FHA. 

There is another matter which may be of interest to this committee. 
Recently a national furore developed as a result of information, 
which became public, to the effect that a VFW post in Norwalk, 
Conn., was reporting names of persons suspected of being subversives 
to the Federal Bureau of Investigation. This information casually, 
but unwisely, mentioned to publicize post activities during National 
VEFW Week, was garbled and distorted out of all proportion to the 
facts. Clever reporters, sensing the possibility of a national contro- 
versy, swooped down upon humble men, inexperienced in public rela- 
tions, and inveigled statements from the unwary which gave the 
impression that the VFW is organizing vigilante committees, engaging 
in witch hunts, and setting neighbor against neighbor in smear attacks 
which deny the accused an opportunity to defend themselves. 

[ want to assure this committee, and through this committee the 
Congress, that the Veterans of Foreign Wars is not, and has never, 
advocated or encouraged the formation of vigilante committees to 
engage in witch hunts or to investigate, evaluate and screen evidence 
against persons suspected of being subversives. Notwithstanding 
distorted and misleading publicity in the Norwalk incident, [| am 
pleased to advise there was no ‘committee,’ no investigations, no 
evaluation or screening of evidence and no discussion of suspects 
among the post membership. 

The action that was taken by a VFW post commander in Norwalk 
is in complete harmony with public policy as enunciated by the 
President of the United States, the two immediate former Presidents 
of the United States, the Director of the Federal Bureau of Investiga- 
tion, and more recently stated by the Attorney General of the United 
States in a press conference which was published on February 5, 
1954. Anyone who charges or infers that the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars is engaging in vigilante tactics, witch hunts, putting ne ighbor 
against neighbor, and smearing innocent persons who have no op- 
portunity to defend themse lves, is questioning the patriotism, 
integrity and common sense of a million and a quarter men who have 
followed Old Glor y to the far ends of the world to oppose tyranny and 
maintain the free institutions and ideals of the United States of 
America. 

I do not wish to take more of your valuable time in discussing all 
phases of our heavy program. Our legislative director, Omar B. 
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Ke tenum Vill otter for the ree ord a complete « ivest of VEFW resolu- 
| tion of your committee. In 


tions which come under the jurisdi 
cOonciuslo! na I thank vou again for the privilege of this meeting 
al attention to our views, and remind vou of our annual 
congressional dinner tonight in the Statler Hotel to which you have 
i rye ny ead | 

Thank vou very, very kind Applause 

The CHAIRMA? Mr. Commander, that was a very, very fine state- 
ment, and obviously most carefully prepared 

Mir Rr HARDS Thank you Madam Chair nan 

The CHarrMAN. You should have a great deal of credit for it. 

I am going to ask only a few questions, Mr. Commander, because 
I think sometimes the chairman of the committe monopolizes the 


questioning 

Mr. Rr HARDS If I am not able to answer them, ] have a couple 
ot good assistants here I can rely on 

The CuarrmMan. We all know that when Colonel Ijams was assist- 
ant administrator and chairman of the hospitalization board, we did 
not have the difficulties we are having today 

Colonel Isams. Thank vou very much, Madam Chairman. 

The CuartrmMan. I would like very much to introduce Commander 
ota kpole the commander of the Department of Massachusetts 
Veterans of Foreign Wars. [Applause 

There is one thing, Mr. Commander, that I am going to mention, 
and that is vour recommendation that the appraisals and inspections 
performed by the VA should be performed by the FHA. I think it 
would be the beginning of the dismembering of the Veterans’ Adminis- 
tration functions. The President stated, and I am sure he does not 
my saving so, that he had no idea of dismembering the Veterans’ 
Administration I am afraid that would be just such a step. 

Mr. Marruews. If Madam Chairman would permit me to add this 
thought, I have received considerable correspondence from, you might 
sav, objective real-estate people down in my district in Gainesville, 
Fla., and they do not want the FHA to get mixed up with this matter. 
They say the veteran will get a much squarer deal if we continue to 
have the appraisal handled by the VA I was much interested in it, 
beca IS¢ | hay e received consid rable correspondence about that. And 
I believe the folks who wrote me were interested in the veterans’ 
standpoint. I wonder if you would keep that in mind and perhaps 
investigate it a little further? 

Mr. Ricuarps. I am very happy to know that they were interested 
in the veteran 

Mr. Marruews. I am sure these people were. This was a profes- 
sor, who serves as an objective witness in some of these matters, and 
he is much concerned about the transfer of this authority to FHA. 

The (CHAIRM AN. Gens ral Kearney has to leave, and he has some- 
thing to say at this time 

Mr. Kearney. Madam Chairman, I haven’t any questions to ask 
of the Chief I just wanted to call to his attention two items he 
brought out in his statement here. One is the hospitalization, the 
committee of which I had the honor to preside over last summer 
and spring. 

On top of that, as a member of the House Un-American Activities 
Committee, I know what these incidents like the Norwalk, Conn., 
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incident mean. And if you do not believe me, just serve as a member 
of the House Un-American Activities Committee for a few months. 

Sut I will say this. You are doing a splendid job. And pay no 
attention to these leftwingers. [Applause.] 

The CHarrRMAN. I want to give everybody on the committee a 
chance to ask some questions now. 

Mr. Kercuum. Can I clarify the point raised by yourself and Mr. 
Matthews of Florida? 

I think if you will examine the testimony closely you will find we 
were unalterably opposed to transferring any functions from the VA 
to the FHA by amending legislation. We suggested, though, that 
the President’s committee had studied and recommended that it 
might be possible to permit an agreement between the two for handling 
of certain duplicating services. But if that proved to be a disad- 

vantage to the veterans, the agreement could be withdrawn and taken 
right baek. I don’t want the impression among the committee or the 
group that we favor transferring functions, permanently, through 
legislation from one group to the other. 

The CHairMAN. That was one reason I asked the question, I 
wanted it clarified. And I am very much troubled about it. 

[ am very much troubled about one thing, that I have had some 
indications that the Appropriations Committee would be willing to 
cut some compensation. It has been stated by the administration 
that they plan no cuts this year, and I hope we will have raises and 
no cuts. But I think we have all got to watch that very carefully, to 
see that by the back door some cuts in compensation do not take 
place, 

Mr. Ayres of Ohio? 

Mr. Ayres. Mr. Commander, we certainly enjoyed your visit when 
vou were out in Akron, Ohio, and I trust you are getting a lot of rest 
in that nice chair that we gave you there. 

Mr. RicHarps. Yes; it is a nice one. 

Mr. Ayres. | was quite interested in your statement on page 5, 
in which you say: 

* * there is a growing refrain to the effect that one who defended his country 
in time of war merely performed his duty and should not expect any special 
recognition unless specifically disabled in service 

! think, Mr. Commander, that if there is such a feeling, and I am 
inclined to believe that in some circles there is, one of the reasons that 
is brought on is because of the stand that you take on various issues, 
which is good in some respects, by pointing out, as vou did on page 7, 
the difference in the total amount of compensation based on 1940 
values. But I think you are going to have to be a little more realistic 
in all your programs. Because I am quite familiar with the housing 
situation, and when you refer to raising costs on one page, and then 
vo right back on another page and say that the interest rate should be 
rolled back to 4 percent, you are doing the veteran an injustice. 

Mr. Ricuarps. What did the President say the other day about 
trying to get cheap money for housing in all those projects? 

If he is going to do it for the general public, I think it is high time 
we do it for the veterans first. 

Mr. Ayres. I think you will find that the feeling toward the veteran 
will be much better, in so far as the housing program is concerned, if 
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the benefit is given to him on a low downpayment, and he pays the 
going rate on the interest. 

Mr. Kercuum. Isn’t it true, though, Mr. Ayres, that soft money is 
beginning to come back? The Administration has switched from their 
hard money plan to a soft money plan. 

Mr. Ayres. The point that I make is that in my judgment the 
benefit to the veteran is not in the interest rate, but it is in being able 
to get into a good home at a reasonable cost for a small downpayment. 

Mr. Ricuarps. I will buy that, but here is what actually hap- 
pened 

Mr. Ayres. If you will buy it, I would like for you to change your 
statement. 

Mr. Ricuarps. No, sir. You may be thinking right personally. 
But here is the thing: They put a loan on them of 5, 6, or 7 percent 
besides the interest rate. Then when they raised the interest rate, 
they didn’t take off the lug. They kept on charging that, too. 

Mr. Ayres. We went all through that in our subcommittee, and I 
want to congratulate Mr. Prouty, Mr. Bonin, Mr. Teague, and Mr. 
Edmondson, who were on it, for legalizing this present discount. But 
there were more loans made this past year, through the savings and 
loans institutions of the country to the GI’s than in any previous 
years. 

Mr. Ricuarps. That is all right if they can afford to pay the price. 

Mr. Ayres. Now, wait a minute. If you have information regard- 
ing the discount practice that is still going on, you let us know, be- 
cause our committee is going out next month. Some of the boys 
are going out in Mr. Matthews’ area and some out in California. 

Mr. Ricuarps. You don’t feel there is any doubt but what there 
is, do you? 

Mr. Ayres. We want specific cases. 

Mr. RicHarps. You come to Kansas City, Kans. I just performed 
one of those operations. 

Mr. Kercuum. He is in the building business. 

Mr. Ricuwarps. They didn’t make any bones about it. Is it against 
the law? 

Mr. Epmonpson. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Ayres. Mr. Edmondson is an authority on discounts. 

Mr. Epmonpson. I think my chairman inadvertently put a state- 
ment in the record that probably requires correction. 

At least, I don’t believe he intended to say that there were more 
loans made the past year than in any 3-year period previously. 

I think you meant in any single year previously. 

Mr. Ayres. That is correct. 

Mr. EpMonpson. I think that was an inadvertence on the chairman’s 
part that should be corrected. 

Mr. Kercuvum. I think we ought to point out, too, that if you 
examine the commander’s statement he said, following the first 6 
months after the increase in the interest rate, there was no appreciable 
flow of private funds into the GI market, but that in the last 6 months 
there has been some relief. I don’t want you to feel that we said 
there hadn’t been any relief whatever. 

Mr. Ayres. I was taking the whole year’s period, from June of 
1953 on. 

Mr. Kercuum. We kept checking with the Veterans’ Administra- 
tion the first 6 months after the interest rate was increased, and on 
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what we thought was acceptable authority, there was no appreciable 
loosening of the private funds available for those loans. And it has 
only been in the last 3 or 4 months that they have really begun to 
break loose. 

Mr. Ayres. The thing that disturbed me was we went around the 
country on these hearings: It was not only your organization but the 
commanders of the other groups, too. The State and local post 
commanders would testify to one thing and then meet us down in 
the restaurant afterward, and say, ‘This is what I said for the record, 
but this is what I really believe.”’ 

Mr. Kercuum. Well, that is unfortunate. 

Mr. Bonty. Madam Chairman, I merely wish to complement the 
commander for an exceptionally good statement. I wasn’t here 
during the entire statement, but I have been reading it since, and I 
find that it is excellent. 

The CHarrMan. I wish the Veterans of Foreign Wars who are 
standing would fill these seats up. I would feel much more comfortable 
if they were sitting down. Will you come forward and sit down? We 
have a lot more seats here. Usually congressional seats do not go 
begging. 

Mr. Ricuarps. Are you going to call on these new committee 
members to ask questions, too? 

Mr. Kercuum. If you do, I promise you there is one bird up there 
that will talk about nothing but the Fifth Division. 

The CuarrmMan. Mr. Frelinghuysen, of New Jersey? 

Mr. Fre_tnGHuysEN. Madam Chairman, I would like to ask Com- 
mander Richards a question or two on this hospital program. 

In your statement I got the impression that you thought that the 
difference between 131,000 beds and 111,000, which are now author- 
ized, was one which Congress should make up. Is it your feeling that 
the hospital service is not being provided to veterans that should be 
provided, because of a lack of beds? 

Colonel Isams. Yes; very definitely, Congressman. There are a 
great many men on the waiting list, particularly the psychiatric 
cases. That is the greatest lack today, in the psychiatric situation. 
And those men, as you will appreciate, are a danger to themselves 
and their families and the communities. 

Mr. FreLInGHuUYSEN. Of course, these 111,000 beds are more than 
we have ever had up to now, and all the Veterans’ Administration felt 
it could staff this year. 

Colonel Isams. That is correct, but we have 20 million veterans to 
care for today, too, as against about 5 million after World War | 
when we had eighty-some-thousand beds. 

Mr. FrRELINGHUYSEN. But as you pointed out, 20 million veterans 
could not be handled in as few beds as 111,000 or 131,000. 

Colonel Iuams. No, but the greatest difficulty today is with your 
psychiatric cases, followed closely by the tuberculosis cases, and then 
the old chronic cases of seriously disabled men. 

Now, the Veterans’ Administration today is attempting to do some- 
thing about the older chronic cases, and they are making real head- 
way—lI have gone into that rather recently—in returning some men 
to active life who heretofore have been felt to be hopeless cripples for 
life. They have made great progress under Admiral Boone. And the 
cooperating agencies, under the VAVS program are assisting the 
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Veterans’ Administration in returning those men to their home com- 
munities and helping them get back into active employment, active 
life, again. But there is a great need for chronic beds, and it is going 
to increase, as the veterans grow older. The longevity has increased 
in recent years. Consequently, we are confronted with the fact that 
there will be more and more of the old chronic cases requiring as- 
sistance. 

Mr. Fre_incuuysen. I would like to ask a question about the 
financial questionnaire which the VA is using before a veteran is 
admitted to the hospital. You expressed concern as to the use of 
that questionnaire. There has not been any change in the rules, has 
there? It is, as | understand it, on the basis of an attempt to deter- 
mine whether there is ability to pay or not, that they have proposed 
this questionnaire. Are you suggesting that Congress repudiate in- 
ability to pay as the basis for admission? As a member of our 
Hospital Subcommittee, I think we all realize there was no serious 
abuse regarding admissions. We certainly did not suggest any 
change in the rules. But this financial questionnaire is not a change 
in the rules, do you feel? 

Mr. Ricuarps. The only thing is that it is keeping some con- 
scientious people out of the hospitals that should be in the hospitals. 
I would hate to sign a pauper’s oath, even knowing that I am the 
pauper I am. 

Mr. FrecincHuysEeNn. But the so-called pauper’s oath has been in 
effect for a number of years. Is that what you are complaining about? 

Mr. Ricnarps. Well, this committee and the Congress decided 
that they should not ask them to sign such a statement, and then the 
VA turned around and asked them to. I don’t think that is treating 
you people right. 

Mr. Frevincuuysen. As I understand it, a long-standing rule 
requires that they must sign the P 10 affidavit in order to qualify at 
all. So there is no change there. It is just that there is a break- 
down of their financial position. 

Mr. Ricuarps. You will find a lot of conscientious people that will 
hesitate to sign that and think they are unable to be admitted to the 
hospital unless they do sign it; which may be true; I don’t know. But 
they are keeping some good conscientious people out that should be 
in the hospital. 

Mr. Fre_incuuysen. But is it not important that the highest 
priority be given to those who are service connected, since there is 
competition for beds? 

Mr. Ricuarps. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Frevincuvuysen. And is it not reasonable that we set up some 
kind of rules regarding the veteran’s ability to pay. 

Mr. Ricuarps. The veteran is as honest a sort of person as anyone 
else. 

Mr. Fre_incuuysen. This is no reflection on his honesty. How 
else could we determine his eligibility? 

Mr. Ricuarps. Just ask him whether he is able to pay for it or not. 

Mr. Fre_incHuysen. Even when you have all the facts it is diffi- 
cult to know whether he can afford it or not. 

Mr. Ricuarps. It is terrible to have to penalize the many for what 
afew do. I don’t know that that applies in all instances, but especi- 
ally in this instance. It is a shame to penalize the many for what a 
few do. 
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The CuarrMAN. In making out your income tax you do not have 
to swear to that. Mr. Odom stated that you did not have to go back 
of the affidavit. I think it is an outrageous thing to turn over any 
case to the Department of Justice. I understand that only one case 
has been turned over, and that was prior to Mr. Higley’s taking over 
the Veterans’ Administration. But we should save the Department 
of Justice for the Communists and not the veterans. 

Mr. Kercnum. What we were trying to point out was that the 
Congress, in the first session, carefully considered the question as to 
whether there should be any change in this affidavit of ability to 
pay, whether there should be any change in the rules governing 
admission to the hospital. And in spite of the efforts of the Appro- 
priations Committee, the Congress turned down the proposition 
that there should be a change. Then the Administrator of Veterans’ 
Affairs, in the face of the congressional action, arbitrarily decided to 
add a final questionnaire, in addition to the affidavit of inability to pay 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. But is it not a question of determining 
whether there is ability to pay? Is not this one of the methods, and 
a reasonable one, for determining whether that individual is able to 
pay? If he is able to pay, he should not be taking up a bed that a 
veteran needs who is unable to pay and deserves treatment 

Mr. Kercuum. We feel that in the case of the affidavit of inability 
to pay, which says to him frankly, “Can you pay for this or can’t 
you?” —if he is willing to sign that affidavit, we believe then that his 
statement should be accepted. Why, then, should they arbitrarils 
add to that a financial questionnaire, trying to arrive at his income, 
his outgo, his assets, and so on and so forth? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I do not see why you call it arbitrary. It 
seems to me a reasonable move to determine whether or not there is 
an ability to pay, and an effort to weed out the ones who are able to 
pay. 

Mr. Ricuarps. Let me ask you this, then. During the drought 
in the South when they made it possible to buy hay and feed either 
. reduced prices or giving it to them, did they require them to sign 

financial statement before they could purchase that hay? They 
seated to do so but then said, “No, we don’t believe we will do 
that.” 

Mr. FreLINGHUYSEN. I do not know enough about the situation 
to which you are referring. I do not think it is a question of dis 
honesty at all. I think it is a question of seeing to it that the most 
eligible and most needy veterans get the beds. 

If there is competition for beds, as you have pointed out, it seems 


to me the ones who need it most should get the higher priority. ae 
it is not going to exclude any worthy veteran who is entitled to it 


under the law. 

Colonel Isams. Mr. Frelinghuysen, may I make a statement there? 
A great many veterans have written me about this present require 
ment, the addendum to 10 P10. And I have learned that the Veter- 
ans’ Administration requires every man, when he applies for hospital- 
ization, to sign that addendum and furnish all of that detailed informa- 
tion. 

Now, many of these boys have to go to considerable expense. It 
takes a lot of time to fill it out. They know they have a mortgage 
on their home. They don’t know to what_extent they have reduced 


> 
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it. Some of them don’t even know the rate of interest and that sort 
of thing. They don’t know exactly how much stock or bonds, if they 
have any—and very few of them have—that they have. But I sug- 
gested to the Administrator the other day, in what I considered to be 
a constructive suggestion to him, to take some of the grief out of this 
thing, that he first determine whether that man, through his doctors, 
is in need of any inpatient care, before he requires him to go to the 
trouble and expense of getting the detailed information now called 
for. Because most of the protests I have had have come from vet- 
erans who have gone to the trouble of complying with the new regu- 
lation, at great difficulty, and sometimes expense, and then, when the 
doctor gets hold of them, they say, “I am sorry, Jack, but you don’t 
need inpatient care.’”’ They immediately raise a fog, and you can’t 
blame them very much. 

So I suggested to Mr. Higley that he first have the doctor examine 
the man before he calls upon him to fill out the addendum to 10 P 10. 
And I think that would take the grief out of a good many of the 
cases. 

Mr. Fre_InGHuyseEN. It sounds to me like a good suggestion. How 
did Mr. Higley receive it? 

Colonel Isams. I just have an acknowledgment. They are study- 
ing it. 

The CHatrMan. May I interrupt? Mr. Higley is appearing before 
us on matters of that sort on Wednesday. 

Mr. Fretrncuuysen. That is all, Madam Chairman. Thank you. 

The CHarrmMan. Will you yield to Mr. Byrne for a question, Mr. 
Fino? 

Mr. Fino. I yield. 

Mr. Byrne. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Frelinghuysen from New Jersey was doing a lot of questioning 
about the statement that the veteran should make. 

Mr. Byrne. Well, in my book, I disapprove of any statement. 
Because when the GI was called into service they did not ask him 
him how much money he had or how many children he had. [Ap- 
plause. | 

Mr. Richards, you spoke about housing. Being from Pennsyl- 
vania, the Delaware Valley section, as you know, there is a minimum 
of at least 20,000 veterans unemployed. What worries me is this. 
Under this economy move in Philadelphia, they are trying to remove 
the Marine depot, 12,000 people laid off at the navy yard, port of the 
Quartermaster being moved to New York. It seems everything is 
happening to Philadelphia. What annoys me is the GI who works 
at these Federal agencies, who does not collect unemployment com- 
pensation, but yet he has bought a home. And I am directing the 
question to you, because you are in the building business, 

Mr. Ricwarps. Well, not extensively. 

Mr. Byrne. Is there a clause in the GI’s home-buying deed declar- 
ing a moratorium on payments if he gets out of work because of no 
reason of his own? 

Mr. Ricuarps. Not that I know of; no. 

Mr. Kercuum. Only within the discretion of the Administrator, 
as faras I know. And there is actually no moratorium if the lending 
company who has the loan wishes to exercise their option on it. They 
certainly can do it. 
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Mr. Byrne. Do you think there should be legislation declaring a 
moratorium for a certain period until the veteran gets work? After 
all, he does have equity in the property. 

Mr. Ricnarps. In most instances they have been very lenient as 
far as I know on cases of that sort. Of course, we are just coming 
into that phase of it, you might say, more than we have in the past. 
I mean, there hasn’t been too much of it 

Mr. Byrne. There has not been? 

Mr. Kercuum. Up until recently. 

Mr. Ricuarps. As far as I know, anyway. 

The CHarrman. Mr. Fino? 

Mr. Fino. I wish to compliment Mr. Richards for a splendid 
presentation. I was particularly fascinated by the statement on 
page 3, where you say: “The only consistent appeal our national 
organization ms akes for public contributions is in the annual sale of 
the Buddy Poppy.’ 

I believe you are fully aware of the fact that the DAV recently 
granted, to some criticism in New York State in connection with its 
fund-raising methods, in that its cost of fund raising was too excessive. 
And I was particularly interested in knowing, if you know the answer, 
what is the percentage of profit on these poppy sales? 

Mr. Hanpy. About 85 cents of the dollar. 

Mr. Frno. Roughly how much does the VFW raise on that program? 

Mr. Hanpy. I would say that the posts and departments in the 
national organization raised about a million and a quarter dollars 
annually throughout the entire country. And it cost them about 
15 percent to put on the whole job. It is an internal job within our 
own organization. 

Mr. Fino. Thank you. That is all. 

The CuarrmMan. The gentleman from South Carolina, Mr. Dorn. 

Mr. Dorn. Madam Chairman, I would just like to commend 
Commander Richards for his fine statement, and particularly about 
the compensation and so forth. I think they have outlined a very 
worthwhile program. But I want to take advantage of this oppor- 
tunity, although I know this is not the Foreign Affairs Committee, to 
compliment the VFW on a program that I think is worth even more 
to the country than their great program in behalf of the veteran. 
And that is vour foreign and international policy, the fact that the 
VFW has always advocated a strong national defense. And | 
remember also, in nearly every convention, you have opposed the 
bringing into America of escapees and undesirable people. 

And also I am aware of your stand about the Bricker amendment 
or some form of substitute, which I think is very, very commendable. 

And I want to compliment the VFW here on always making a 
creat fight here lately to protect the constitutional rights of the 
American citizen serving in the American Army in Europe. 

And I think it is dangerous to this country to have our men serving 
in that Navy, Army, tried by the country in which they reside, 
because it is entirely possible that they might be tried before a judge 
in Italy and France and those countries where the largest single 
political party is the Communist Party, and it is entirely possible for 
American GI’s to be tried by a judge that is a member of the 
Communist Party. 
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And I again commend you gentlemen on all of that you have done 
along that line. And I want to see you continue to fight to see that 
the constitutional rights of the American people are not usurped by 
some international organization. 

And I commend you again for the fight you have made along 
that line. 

One other little thing, and that is about this statement, financial 
statement. 

I have thought a lot about that. But like a lot of other programs 
that have grown up in the Government lately—and I commend the 
opposition party for opposing a lot of that—it penalizes initiative. 
I know of men in my own town that have saved nearly every penny 
they could get, to cut down on the beer bill and the other luxuries, 
to save money and build a home. And I know one fellow in par- 
ticular, last year, that came down with a hernia, I know was caused 
in Italy, as he was a muleskinner in the Eighth Army lifting mule 
skins, packs, and carrying them up to the front. He is saving money 
to build a home, and because he has saved it, because he had the 
initiative, he was penalized and could not get his operation that was 
needed, and had to pay $500 out of his own pocket. 

[Applause] 

Mr. Ricuarps. Thank you very kindly. And we feel that without 
the security of this country our veteran benefit program won't 
amount to very much anyway. So that is our objective. It has 
to be 

Colonel Isams. Madam Chairman, may I make a statement in 
connection with Mr. Dorn’s statement, about the boy who has a 
little money and who goes into the hospital? 

As you all probably know, in the priority scheme, to get into a 
veterans hospital, the man who is already in a hospital and tries to 
get into a Veterans’ Administration hospital is at the bottom of the 
pile. He is on the lowest degree of priority. We have so many 
cases—and I thought of them when you mentioned the chap who 
had saved money to build a home—where the man had a disability. 
We will say the hernia case. He went into a hospital thinking that 
he would only be there for a week. He had enough money in his 
bank account to pay for a week’s hospitalization. But when they 
got him into the private hospital, they discovered some compensa- 
tion, which meant that he would have to remain there for 2 months. 

He didn’t have the money. The hospital is pressing him to pay 
the bill. Then he comes to us and asks us to get him into a veterans 
hospital. 

The Veterans’ Administration says, ‘Oh, no, he is properly hospi- 


talized now. He is receiving proper care.”’ And that is the hardest 
case in the world to get in, because he is at the bottom of the priority 
pile. 


There must be some answer to the problem of a man who is a 
darn good citizen, who has agreed to pay his own way as far as he 
could go and then finds that through no fault of his own, he must 
stay a longer time at great expense. ‘There must be some way that 
we can get that boy into a veterans hospital. His priority situation 
must be changed. 

The CHarrMan. Mr. Long, of Louisiana? 

Mr. Lone. I would just like to compliment the commander on his 
wonderful statement. In view of some other statements that have 
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been made regarding interest, I would just like to tell him my views 
on the interest business. 

Many of you know that during the hearing here, I opposed the 
interest rate raise. Of course, we did not have much to do about 
that, because during the time we were talking about it, over there at 
the VA, they got together and raised it themselves, so it just left us 
hanging high and dry. 

But 1 am of the same opinion as I was then, and I think this dis- 
count system ought to be looked into very carefully, and a few fellows 
put in trouble and something done to stop that. Because I know of 
my own knowledge that it is going on. I have told members of this 
committee who they were. But we have not gotten into that. 

[ want to say this: That I do not think that the raise of interest rate 
a half a percent helped a bit in the world. 1 don’t think it amounted 
to a thing. I think it just cost the poor soldier a thousand dollars. 

I think the soldier who wanted a 3-room house got the house all 
right but got 1 room taken off of it. I have looked into that. I 
think if the legislature, the Congress, had given them a little more 
money for direct loans, we would have served the purpose, and we 
would have more building going on than we have under the present 
conditions. And I am in hopes that we can roll the interest rate back. 

This is just my opinion, and I am sure maybe a lot of the committee 
do not agree with me, but that does not make any difference either. 
In my opinion, this matter of our bankers and people making so 
much money off of the veterans who have fought the wars and made 
this country safe so that they could loan the money and get it back is 
bad business. And I think we ought to do something about it and 
make the interest rate just as low as we can and fix it so that if a 
soldier gets sick there will be a moratorium on his home until he gets 
able and gets his job back. [Applause.] 

The CHatrrMan. I have always thought, Mr. Long, that it all 
should be direct loans to the veterans. I think there is no doubt 
about that. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. Byrne. Did you ask all 
the questions you wanted to ask before? 

Mr. Byrne. The only thing I think I can say is that I will roll it 
over in my mind and maybe introduce legislation to that effect. 

The CuarrmMan. Mr. Gentry, of Texas? 

Mr. Marruews. Madam Chairman. I have Mr. Gentry’s place 
here. 

Mr. Commander, I was very interested in the splendid statement 
vou made, sir, and especially interested in the statement about the 
hospital beds. 

Now, you know, frankly, before I came to Congress and became a 
member of this great committee, | was worried a little bit about the 
number of hospital beds. I frankly was. But just think, 111,000 for 
20 million veterans. 

Now, this is personal with me. We have been trying to get a 
hospital in Gainesville, Fla. 

Mr. Ricuarps. I was down there, and I heard something about that, 
while I was in Florida. 

Mr. Marruews. And one thing that I think is very shortsighted 
on the part of our Government—and I do not want this to be partisan; 
I think it is both Democratic and Republican—is the fact that we 
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know we have got to build some more hospitals someday. And yet 
it seems like there is no farsighted effort on the part of the proper 
authorities, and has not been during the past several years, to get 
ready. 

Now, as I recall President Truman’s original idea, it was 131,000. 
In my great State of Florida—and I know these gentlemen could give 
you similar experiences—we have a site for a neuropsychiatric hos- 
pital in Gainesville. The local people and the Federal Government 
have spent a million and a half dollars on it. In 1952, they declared 
it surplus. What in the world do they mean, surplus? We are going 
to need that site some more. It is a neuropsychiatric and tubercular 
hospital. 

In the State of Florida this last winter in December, when I visited 
all of the hospitals in our State, at Bay Pines, Fla., they had 150 cases 
of neuropsychiatric veterans, non-service-connected, waiting for hos- 
pitalization. And 34 veterans with non-service-connected disabilities 
were in county jails, with neuropsychiatric disabilities. 

And I have a feeling that here in about 1 week I am going to have 
to plead and pray and implore that the site at Gainesville, Fla., not 
be declared surplus. 

The Cuarrman. And threaten. 

Mr. Marruews. Yes, ma’am. And my point is that it is just not 
being realistic. 

Now, if I reeall correctly, in the Boos, Allen, Hamilton survey, that 
we all read with interest last year, there was this statement: 


The most conservative estimates are that in 1975 we will have to spend 
$1,250 million a year on the hospital program. And we know now that it is not 
even half that amount. 


So I would like, in future statements, sir, in addition to the state- 
ments you made about hospitals, to pray to somebody that in some 
day these sites will be needed. 

And if we can prove on an objective basis that that facility needs 
to be built, I hope we will at least have that responsibility. 

Mr. Long. I will tell you, how you can do it. If you can convince 
the American Medical Association more hospitals should be built, you 
will get them. That is where your trouble is. [Applause.] 

Mr. Marrurews. Dr. Long, I will tell you what I think I can do. 
I do not believe that is quite as important as convincing my colleagues. 
And I am going to try to do that. 

Now, Madam Chairman, one more statement. And this may not 
be quite so popular. 

I want to say that in my visits to my hospital in Florida, I checked 
particularly on that addendum to the form 10 P 10. And I know 
Colonel Ijams has done a magnificent lot of work in that connection. 
I feel that in Florida, under the leadership of Mr. Higley, the builders 
of our hospitals have handled the problem in a very wonderful way. 
And I want to congratulate them. And I know you will be interested 
to know that my observation is, in my State, that it has worked out 
pretty well so far. But I think unless it is handled properly by the 
respective managers of the facilities, it could cause damage. 

Mr. Kercnum. Undoubtedly it could be a weapon to deny or reduce 
hospitalization if used that way. 

Mr. Tracue. I would like to say Dr. Long’s suggestion is a good 


one. 
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B Madam Chairman, I have one comment. The Veterans of Foreign 
Wars has a project that I think is one of the finest in our country and 
that is their community service program. And I would like to tell you 
that I was asked on a panel one night recently, a Christian leadership 
program, as to what was one of the Christian programs that the 
veterans had in this country. And I used your community service 
program as an example. I hope the VFW continues that. [Applause.] 

The CuarrMan. He is a man of action, even if not of too many 
words. 

Mr. Edmondson, of Oklahoma? 

Mr. Epmonpson. I want to express my appreciation to Com- 
mander Richards for a splendid statement. I think I would like to 
say, “‘Amen” to Colonel Teague’s remarks about your community 
service program, too. I have seen it in operation in Oklahoma, where 
our able Commander Trinfield here has worked hard at it, and I know 
it means a great deal in the lives of many citizens in different com- 
munities throughout the Nation. 

I think you really deserve an orchid for it, because it is a worthwhile 
thing. 

Finally, I would like to express my appreciation to the VFW for 
keeping a man up here to advise and counsel with the Members of 
Congress who has the know-how and the “savvy” about veterans 
legislation that Omar Ketchum does. He has really been a help to us. 

I have never called him yet to ask him for information or facts 
about a matter but what he has given me the straight dope. So I 
want to say a word of appreciation on that. 

I think that as to the housing program, there are two sides to it. 
Whether a lot of people realize it or not, there are two ways of looking 
at it. Our very fine chairman of our Housing Committee has tried 
to get out and get the facts about it. 1 think that he would agree 
with me that all of us on the Housing Subcommittee were a little bit 
disappointed by the failure of the tremendous volume of new loans 
that we were promised would follow the increase in the interest rate 
and the legalization of the discounting procedures. ‘The failure of that 
tremendous volume to materialize. Because even though we do have 
a better year in 1953 than we had in 1952 on loans in the overall 
picture, it is still true that there are many pockets or areas in our 
country where we are not getting any loans, and it is also true that 
the 1953 figure is still considerably below what it was back in the 1947 
and 1948 and 1949 period. So we are a long way from perfect or from 
solving the problem. 

And I think the intention of the committee to hold some further 
hearings, which Mr. Ayres has declared, is going to bring us closer 
to a true solution to it. It is not by any means a closed question so 
far as the subcommittee is concerned. And Mr. Ayres was certainly 
cooperative with us from Texas and Oklahoma when we wanted to 
hold hearings down there. The chairlady very agreeably granted us 
that opportunity to see the picture that we have down there. And 
it is not a good one. 

The Cuarrman. I think it is vital that we get out some bill quickly, 
very quickly, because the money has run out. 

Mr. Jounson. I want to correct the gentleman. He said Texas 
before Oklahoma. Wasn’t that a mistake? 

Mr. Epmonpson. A slip of the tongue. 
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The Cuarrman. Mr. Saylor of Pennsylvania has just come in. I 
want to introduce Mr. Saylor of Pennsylvania to the Veterans of 
Foreign Wars. [Applause.] 

He was a prosecuting attorney and has done a very fine job 
questioning people before the Subcommittee on Hospitalization. 

Mr. Saylor? 

Mr. Saytor. Thank you, Madam Chairman. I apologize to you 
and to the commander for being late, but I was in another committee 
meeting and was unfortunately detained. 

Commander, I would like to join with the other colleagues on this 
committee to congratulate you on this statement. I have read 
through it very rapidly, and | am delighted with the position which 
you have taken. 

I might say that I have, as a member of this committee, observed 
that it is the uniform desire of all members, regardless of their party, 
to see to it that the veteran’s cause is actually protected. You will 
be surprised to know that there are members of our body that do not 
look as favorably upon the veteran as the members of this committee. 
Most of us who are on this committee are on by choice. We are on 
here because we know that there is a movement in the country to 
affect veterans, some feeling that they are pressure groups and that 
they are out to benefit themselves, and they are asking for more than 
that to which they are entitled. 

Now, I would like to ask just several questions of you with regard 
to your statement. 

Kirst, I concur in vour position that one of the duties of this com- 
mittee is to see to it that the various levels which are paid to veterans 
for compensation should be equalized. There are inequities which 
exist. And I have also noticed that you have reiterated your position 
with regard to a uniform pension. 

Now, one of the duties of this committee is to try and determine 
just how this veterans legislation can be processed in an orderly 
manner so that we can receive favorable consideration. And I would 
like to ask you if you could, just in theory, place yourself as a member 
of this committee, rather than appearing before us today, and tell us 
whether or not, if you had to determine, in leveling or adjusting the 
compensation for disabled veterans or pension, which bill you would 
place first? 

Mr. Ricuarps. Will you come again? You mean on a priority 
basis? 

Mr. Saytor. Yes. There are two things which you desire. One is 
to justify and to make out a better schedule of pensions for the 
veterans. In other words, certain inequities now exist. And I think 
every Member of Congress who deals with veterans realizes that some 
of these bad cases are horribly underpaid. 1 think, for example, right 
now of a young man who comes from my district, who gets 100 per- 
cent disability. But he has so many disabilities that if you added 
them all up, he comes to around 400 percent. But under the present 
law, he can only be paid one disability. 

Now, we also have some veterans from World War I in my district 
and in every other district that are getting to the age in life when it is 
getting a little difficult for them to make a go of it. They find that 
they are the first ones who might be laid off in the case of any cutback 
in an organization. Or if a young man comes along, he might be 
advanced, and an elderly man laid off. 
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Now, both of those problems are recognized by our committee. 

The CHarrMan. Mr. Saylor, may I interrupt just a second? 

You saw a little w hispe ring going on up here, and Mr. Ketchum was 
telling me that the commander and some of the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars are due over at the Pentagon. 

And I wish you would express for me to Mr. Wilson, when you go. 
my belief that he is wrong when he says that people who are out of 
work from these Navy yards and Army camps and so forth could easily 
go out and get other jobs. I hope you will bring this matter to his 
personal attention. [Applause.] 

Mr. Commander, would it be possible for you to return some time 
again and talk to us? 

Mr. RicuHarps. I would be glad to. 

The CHaArrMAN. You see the great interest. Mr. Johnson and 
Mr. Natcher have been here since the beginning and have not had 
a chance to interrogate you. 

Mr. Jonnson. I do not care to ask any questions, \iadam Chairman, 
but I would just like to make a statement. 

The CHarrMan. Well, Mr. Saylor has not finished his, either 

Mr. Ricuarps. I would say as to this priority business that one 
might be as good as the other. You think there is a possibility that 
you could get one done and not the other? 

Mr. Saytor. That is right. If we could get one, which one should 
we have? 

Mr. RicHarps. Maybe they are equally important. 

Mr. Saytor. And this committee looks for a great deal of its 
guidance to the members of the various groups. 

The CHarrmMan. Mr. Johnson? 

Mr. Jounson. I would like to congratulate Mr. Richards and the 
Veterans of Foreign Wars on the very concise statement they have 
made on the legislation before Congress. The statement shows 
exactly where they stand. And I congratulate the organization for 
not being afraid to let us know where they stand and letting the 
chips fall where they may. 

I would like to sav that I agree with their statement 100 percent 

The CHarrMan. Mr. Selden? 

Mr. Selden has done a very fine piece of work in the field of 
hospitalization. 

Mr. Se.pEeNn. I would like to join with the others in commending 
the commander on his fine statement. I was particularly pleased 
at Commander Richards recognizing the statement that both his 
organization and this committee have worked very diligently in the 
last year to hold the line against the attacks that have been made on 
the entire structure of the veterans program. Certainly the members 
of this committee, as a group, and individually, fought very hard 
last year to obtain appropriations for the hospital and medical 
program. And I was particularly pleased to see the commander 
recognize that in his statement. I feel sure that they will continue 
to carry on the same fight if that question should come up during 
this session of Congress. 

The CuarrMAN. And the administration admits that we have 
beaten the Appropriations Committee, and has stated that they will 
do nothing about trying to eliminate veterans preference, so you are 
safe there. 
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Mr. Natcher of Kentucky? 

Mr. Natcuer. Madam Chairman, I have no questions at this 
time. And, Mr. Commander, I want to thank you fora very splendid 
statement, and to say to you and the other ladies and gentlemen 
present that I am from a State that believes in 4-percent interest. 

The CuHairMan. Colonel Ijams always performs yeoman service, as 
Vou know. 

Mr. Kercuum. I think we ought to explain that we got into a sort 
of embarrassing position. We had no idea the meeting would last 
this long, and we had arranged for busses to carry us to the Pentagon 
for a brief session over there 

I hate to bring this interesting discussion to a close, but if we are 
going to keep up with our schedule today, we must. 

And frankly, I wish we had another hour or so, because this has 
been most enlightening and interesting to our comrades assembled 
back here, I am sure, as well as the committee. 

And now, in compliance with the commander’s suggestion at the 
close of his remarks, with the permission of the committee, I should 
like to offer for the record a detailed outline of the major objectives of 
the Veterans of Foreign Wars that would come under the jurisdiction 
of this committee. And if there is no objection, | would like to offer 
that for the record at this time. 

The CHarrmMan. I would like very much, if you have an extra copy 
or copies, to let me place it in the Congressional Record, and have it 
go all over the country. 

Mr. Savior. I would like to ask, without objection, that we place 
that in the Congressional Record. 

The CHarrMANn. Without objection. 


The document referred to is as follows:) 

1953-54 LEGISLATIVE OBJECTIVES OF THE VETERANS OF FOREIGN 
WARS OF THE UNITED STATES, SUBJECT TO THE JURISDICTION 
OF THE HOUSE COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS 


The following legislative objectives are based on resolutions adopted by the 
1953 National Encampment of the Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United States, 
i ( rT ns of t VEW national legislative committee. 

Rt SO! rIons 
COMPENSATION, PENSION, MISCELLANEOUS VETI RANS’ BENEFITS 


l. To establish a new service-connected-disability pavment schedule based on 
$187.50 for total disabilitv: $168.75 for 90 percent: $150 for 80 percent; $131.25 
for 70 percent: $112.50 for 60 percent; 593 79 for 50 percent; $75 for 40 percent; 
$56.25 for 30 percent; $37.50 for 20 percent; and $18.75 for 10 percent; and a 
corresponding increase in statutory awards and depe ndency allowances (Resolu- 
tion 280). 

2. To fix 10 percent as the degree of disability that will entitle veterans with 
service incurred disabilities to increase in wartime rates of additional compensation 
for dependents (Resolution 212 
3. Seeking enactment of legislation to increase the rates of compensation for 
disability due to combat by 25 percent of the existing rates (Resolution 407). 

1. Seeking legislation by which the mental disorders with which some combat 
veterans are afflicted may be made compensable under the VA’s rating schedule; 
Provided, That unemployability, in whole or in part, is due to such cause; and 
Provided further, That the individual veteran is credited with combat service 
(Resolution 408). 

5. Seeking legislation to add a new subparagraph to paragraph VIII of Veterans 
Regulation No. 10, as follows: ‘‘Notwithstanding the foregoing provisions of this 
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paragraph, in no event shall compensation be denied under Public Law 2, 73d Con- 
gress, upon the basis of willful misconduct, when disability or death is not the 
result of the veteran’s own moral turpitude; Provided, That to be compensable 
such disability shall be ratable by the Veterans’ Administration as totallv dis- 
abled for employment purposes and deemed to be permanent” (Resolution 410). 

6. To amend the present disability rating schedule of the Veterans’ Administra- 
tion so that any combination involving the loss or loss of use of anv two members 
or the loss or loss of use of a hand or a foot together with the loss or loss of use of an 
eye shall be rated as 100 percent disability for compensation and pension pur 
poses Resolution 282 to 364 

7. Favoring legislation which would provide that any physical disability 
including dental disabilities, or any neuropsychiatric or psychiatric disabilities 
having been found within 5 years from date of discharge shall be presumed to 
have been incurred in service unless rebutted by affirmative evidence of prior 
existence where it is shown that claimant was at any time held prisoner by an 
enemy nation during military service in a period of armed conflict (Resolution 284 

8. ‘To allow those diseases of the central nervous system and psychosis to have 
a statutory period of 5 years to manifest themselves to a 10 percent degree (Reso- 
lution 313 

9. Seeking legislation to extend the 1-year presumptive period for carcinoma as 
provided by Public Law No. 2 of the 73d Congress to a 3-year presumptive period 
for carcinoma (Resolution 369 

10. Seeking legislation to include ulcerative colitis in the presumptive chronic 
ided by Public Law No. 2 of the 73d Congress, as amended 


diseases as prov 
Resolution 370 


11. Seeking legislation to provide that the interval between technical release 


from active duty and arrival home within a reasonable period shall be considered 
active duty for compensation purposes: Provided, That disability or death during 
such period is not attributable to the veteran’s own willful misconduct Resolu- 
tion 363 

12. Seeking legislation whereby section 31, Public Law 141, 73d Congress, 
section 12, Public Law 866, 76th Congress, and paragraph 4, part VII, Veterans 
Res ulation No. l &), be an ended so that notwit! standing the time | 
filing of a claim thereunder, the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs shall have 
authority to entertain a new claim at any time based upon the evidence on file 
within such time limit; removing the 2-year time limit from the aforesaid acts 
(Resolution 375 

13. Endorsing H. R. 631, a bill to make quarterly rather than monthly payment 
of compensation to 10 and 20 percent service-connected cases, with the idea that 
administrative savings can thus be effected without reduction of benefits to vet- 
erans, providing this proposal is suitably amended to provide that no lapse of 


imit on the 


Government insurance will occur where premiums are being deducted from such 
compensation (Resolution 212 

14. Reeommending that part III of Veterans Regulation No. 1 (a) should be 
amended to provide that, effective as of the date of approval of a new law on the 
' » required to have had a continuous period of at least 90 


subject, a veteran shall 
4 +} 


} 

l | 
davs active duty to be eligible to pension thereunder, or, in lie ereof, shal! have 
rred in the line of duty: Provided, That to any 
» in actual hostilities in the Armed Forces of 
the United States, or service in combat with an enemy of the United States, shall 
the time or place of such 
r by a campaign badge or 
ne service for pension purposes (Resolution 316). 


been discharged for disability ine 
honorably discharged veteran, set 








establish eligibility to sucel 





hostilities or combat. St 
medal shall be accepted as war 

15. Seeking legislation placing World War I veterans on an equal status with 
Spanish War veterans as to compensation, pension, dependents benefits, outpatient 
treatment, and in all other respects (Resolution 85 

16. To grant to veterans of World War I, World War IT, and of service on and 
after June 27, 1950, service pensions on the same basis and in the same amount as 
pension is granted to Spanish-American War veterans (Resolution 280). 

17. To confer non-service-connected pension eligibility upon any ex-service 
person who holds a campaign or expedition medal for war service during any of 
the various campaigns in which this country has engaged (Resolution 212) 

18. To grant general service pension to all war veterans with honorable service 
(Resolution 212 

19. Favoring passage of legislation making service on the islands of Jolo and 
Mindinao in Moro Province, Philippine Islands from 1902 to December 30, 1913, 
campaign service (Resolution 180). 


r recog 
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20. Provide to those persons recognized as members of the United States mili- 
tary occupation forces serving in Kurope between November 12, 1918, and July 2, 
1921, the same status as veterans of World War I and that they be included within 
the provisions of all of the acts, regulations, and amendments in the same manner 
and to the same extent as the provisions are now or may hereafter be applied to 
World War I veterans (Resolution 2 

21. To increase rates of service-connected death compensation payable to 


219 


widows and children. as follows: Widow but no child, $100; widow with 1 child, 
$140 (with $34 for each additional child) ; no widow but 1 child, $78; no widow but 
2 children, $110 (equally divided) ; no widow but 3 children, $142 (equally divided; 


with $27 for each additional child; total amount to be equally divided) ; dependent 
father or mother, $75 (for both), $44 each (Resolution 280 

22. Seeking legislation to provide that when a veteran entitled to receive 
compensation becoms a missing veteran as that term is defined by the Veterans’ 
Administration, the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs shall have authority to pay 
the dependents of such veteran such compensation as WO ild be due the veteran 
if his claim had not been abandoned, the rates in such cases not to exceed those 
payable for service-connected death (Resolution 372 

23. Seeking legislation whereby family allowances paid by the Armed Forces 
shall not be considered income for Veterans’ Administration purposes and benefits 
paid by the Veterans’ Administration shall not be considered income for family 
allowance purposes Resolution 371 

24. Seeking legislation to amend section 6, Public Law 483, 78th Congress, so 
that any veteran officially credited as having served in combat against an enemy 
of the United States shall be presumed to have had sufficient service-connected 
disability at time of death to meet the requirements of said section, such disability 
being attributable to such combat (Resolution 409 

25. To amend section 3 of Public Law No. 514, 75th Congress, May 13, 1938 
(52 Stat. 353) as amended by section 3 of Publie Law 483, 78th Congress, Decem- 
ber 14, 1944 (58 Stat. 804), by adding at the end thereof the following new 
sentence: ‘“‘Notwithstanding the foregoing provisions with respect to the validity 
of marriages, anv female person who (1) lived with the person who served and 
cohabited with him continuously for a period of 20 vears or more preceding the 
date of his death, or (2) gave birth to 3 or more children as the result of her 
cohabitation with the person who served, shall be presumed to be the widow of 
such person for the purpose of payment of compensation and pension under laws 
admistered by the Veterans’ Administration’? (Resolution 6 

26. Favoring legislative action by which section 3, Public Law 483, 78th 
Congress, be amended to read, ‘‘The term ‘widow’ of a World War I veteran shall 
mean a Woman who was married on or before the effective date of the amending 
act’”’ (Resolution 178). 

27. To increase rates of pension } avable to certain dependents of World War I, 
World War II, and of service on or after June 27, 1950, as follows: Widow but 
no child, $60; widow and 1 child, $75 (with $8.50 for each additional child 
no widow but 1 child, $30; no widow but 2 children, $45 (equally divided); no 
widow but 3 children, $60 (equally divided), (with $7,50 for each additional child; 
the total to be equally dis ided Resolution 280). 

28. To amend existing laws relative to dependents’ allowance to include those 
veterans who are in receipt of pension benefits for non-service-connected disabili- 
ties; and that the dependents award shall be the same as is now paid to a veteran 
with a 50-percent degree of disability (Resolution 127). 

29. Endorsing H. R. 5483, a bill to exclude for the determination of annual 
income the life-insurance payments which are paid by any source for death- 
pension purposes (Resolution 212). 

30. To increase income limitations applicable to non-service-connected disa- 
bility and death pension cases from $1,400 to $2,000 for a veteran without de- 
pendents, a widow without children or a child; and from $2,700 to $3,000 for a 
widow with children or a veteran with dependents. Income from Government 
insurance and/or commercial insurance up to $10,000 shall not be included in the 
computation of annual income (Resolution 280). 

31. To authorize pensions for widows and children of certain deceased World 
War II veterans and veterans of service on and after June 27, 1950, on the same 
basis as pensions are authorized for widows and children of World War I veterans 
(Resolution 280). 

32. Condemning methods for reducing compensation and pension payments 
suggested by the investigative staff of the House Committee on Appropriations 
(Resolution 435). 
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33. Opposing any congressional action tending to reduce veterans’ benefits 
(Resolution 36). 

34. Seeking congressional examination of laws relating to Veterans’ Adminis- 
tration forfeiture cases where the claimant appears to have sufficiently atoned 
for the offense committed taking into consideration such factors as length and 
type of service, physical, and mental disablement, and financial hardship (Resolu- 
rion 179). 

35. To permit Veterans’ Administration checks to be forwarded from one 
postmaster to another, so that the checks might be timely received (Resolution 
213). 

36. To extend the period of allowance of credit in connection with certain 
homestead entries for military or naval service rendered during World War II 
(Resolution 59). 

37. To re-enact the provisions of Public Law 598, 81st Congress, to grant 
patent time extensions to veterans of the Korean campaign so that said veterans 
may not be penalized in the exploitation of the patent rights (Resolution 437). 

38. To amend the Social Security Act as to the payment of survivors lump-sum 
benefit in cases of veterans where death occurred between June 1 and August 31, 
1950 (Resolution 229). 

39. Seeking legislation which would provide an equitable adjusted service 
compensation for veterans of World War II; provided that all tangible monetary 
benefits received by any veterans pursuant to the Servicemen’s Readjustment 
Act of 1944, as amended, be deducted from such adjusted service pay (Resolution 
283). 

EDUCATION AND TRAINING 


1. Endorsing H. R. 2827, a bill to repeal the provision of the Veterans’ Read- 
justment Assistance Act of 1952 requiring 15-percent enrollment of nonveteran 
students in approved schools (Resolution 33). 

2. Seeking legislation to make vocational rehabilitation under Public Law 16, 
78th Congress, as amended, permanent legislation; provided, that a 30-percent 
degree of disability shall be a minimum requirement for entitlement in peacetime 
cases; and provided further, that the subsistence rates payable in peacetime cases 
shall be 80 percent of those payable in war time cases (Resolutions 83, 406). 

3. Protesting the provisions of Public Law 550, 82d Congress of the United 
States, providing for a reduction in the amount of subsistence allowance to be 
paid to trainees in the institutional on-farm training program, each 4-month 
period during their training program (Resolution 140). 

4. To amend paragraph 4, part VII, VA regulation 1 (a), whereby the language 
“as a result of’? be changed to “in connection with’’ (Resolution 374), 

5. Opposing H. R. 6376 and 8. 2406, bills to amend Public Law 550 by providing 
for the direct payment to educational institutions of $30 per month as tuition for 
each veteran attending school under said law regardless of the amount of tuition 
normally charged by such institutions (Resolution 436). 


HOUSIN( 


1. Seeking legislation to extend the direct home-loan provision until July 25, 
1957; to provide sufficient money for direct-loan benefits to all eligible veterans 
in areas where 4'4-percent financing from private sources is unavailable; and to 
authorize the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs to dispose of the present portfolio 
of GI 4-percent loans at the market rate for such loans notwithstanding that 
such rate is below par (Resolution 335). 

2. Seeking legislation to repeal the 442-percent interest rate on Government- 
guaranteed home loans to veterans; to reestablish said interest rate at 4 percent; 
and to expand and liberalize the Government direct home-loan program to 
veterans at an interest rate not to exceed 4 percent (Resolutions 429, 212). 

3. Recommending that the proper legislative committees of the House and 
Senate give early attention to the matter of restoring loan gratuity payments 


on or before July 1, 1954 (Resolution 439). 
MEDICAL, HOSPITAL, AND DOMICILIARY AFFAIRS 


1. Endorsing H. R. 28, a bill authorizing and directing the Administrator of 
Veterans’ Affairs to proceed with the construction of additional facilities to pro- 
vide the approximately 16,000 additional hospital beds previously approved by 
the President, authorization for which was dropped in the budget estimates for 
the fiscal year 1950 (Resolutions 35, 413). 
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2. To raise the pay scale of Veterans’ Administration doctors so that they 
ble to earnings of doctors 1n private practice (Reso- 





Wii receive Salaries compara 


3. To provide that when a veteran has served honorably for a period of 90 
days or more during a period of war and has attained the age of 65 vears, all 


disabilities shall be considered as service-connected for purpose of hospitalization 
and outpati tment (Resolution 202 





R. 633, a bill to establish a Federal Board of Hospitalization 
3 


> 
(Resolutions 





lischarged from the service for disability 
anv veteran in receipt of compensation for service- 


> 
) Recommer 








incurred in line of « 


Vets 
less 


lisability shall have an affirmative right to hospitalization by the 
istration for service-connected and nonservice disabilities, regard- 
teran’s financial status (Resolution 311 

voluntary admission to Alaska mental hospitals, admission by 
request. of the family, commitmen ipon ertification by competent medical 
examination, or, if desired, trial by jury (Resolution 329). 

7. Seeking legislation which would authorize the Veterans’ Administration to 
provide outpatient treatment in existing Veterans’ Administration clinics to any 
veteran 1) Who under present law is eligible to hospitalization for non-service- 
connected disabilities; (2) when any such veteran is in receipt of or entitled to 
receive pension for 100 percent or permanent and total non-service-connected 
disability; (3) if in the opinion of the Veterans’ Administration Medical Service 
such outpatient treatment would be medically feasible; and (4) at the same time 
tlv to treat the patient on an outpatient basis than it would be 


to authorize hospitalization in a Veterans’ Administration hospital (Resolution 








8. To amend existing laws so that all hospitalized veterans may have equal 
rights regarding taxfree cigarettes (Resolution 385 
9. Endorsing H. R. 54, a bill to authorize the appointment of doctors of chiro- 


practic in the Department of Medicine and Surgery of the Veterans’ Adminis- 
tratior Resolution 413 


10. Statement of gene 
Resolution 444 

11. Memorializing the Congress to enact appropriate laws to insure an adequate 
supply of medical personnel al i hospital facilities for the care of veterans, the 
citizenry and the Armed Forces of the United States (Resolution 471). 
242, a bill to establish and to operate a domiciliary facility at 


Resolution 37 


VFW policy relating to hospital and medical care 








king legislation to amend section 620 of the National Service Life Insur- 
ance Act to give same retroactive effect to June 27, 1950, permitting veterans 
lischarged between June 27, 1950 and April 24, 1951, an 





2. Seeking legislation which would authorize the granting of national service 
life-insurance protection to those who can meet good health requirements and 
who prior to April 25, 1951, had sought to obtain such protection but were denied 
same because of noninsurable health Resolution 13 

35. Seeking legislation which would amend section 602 (u) of the National 
Service Life Insurance Act so that insurance now pavable to an estate there- 
under shall become payable under the devolution table of the act (Resolution 15). 
1. Seeking an amendment to section 602 (c) (2) of the National Service Life 
Insurance Act, which would strike out ‘‘made prior to January 1, 1950’ and 
insert in lieu thereof ‘‘made within 1 vear after date of enactment’’ (Resolution 22). 


5. Seeking legislation which would delete the date ‘‘January 1, 1950”’ in section 


602 (\ l National Service Life Insurance Act of 1940, as amended, in order 
that World War II veterans who went on to incur disability in Korean action 
shall not be deprived of the protection of this act which is to be preferred over 
and above the new term policies to which their present eligibility is limited 
(Resolution 27 

6. Seeking legislation which would extend the 120-day period under section 621 
of the National Service Life Insurance Act to 1 year, making the time limit within 


which to apply comparable to that authorized when there is service-conaected 
disability (Resolution 274 


‘gislation to provide that if a veteran has been declared permanent 


7. Seeking ke 


f 


and total for insurance purposes for a period of 5 vears or more and has attained 





eee 


4 
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the age 60 years, he shall be presumed to have remained so disabled for insurance 
purposes and no longer subject to automatic review by the Veterans’ Adminis- 
tration to follow a substantially gainful occupation (Resolution 293). 

8. Seeking legislation to amend section 3 of the Servicemen’s Indemnity Act 
of 1951 so that the parent who refused or neglected to assume the legal and moral 
obligations of a parent toward a veteran shall not be eligible to indemnification 
(Resolution 377). 

9. Seeking legislation which would amend section 5 of the Servicemen’s Indem- 
nification Act of 1951 so that permanent plans of USGLI and/or NSLI obtained 
or reinstated by disabled veterans leaving the service shall become a liability 
against appropriations and not a participating liability against the funds (Resolu- 
tion 378). 

10. Seeking legislation which would “tell the statute’’ under sections 620 and 
621 of the National Service Life Insurance Act as to mentally incompetent 
veterans on whose behalf life insurance protection is desirable (Resolution 380 

11. Seeking legislation to make section 602 (k) of the National Service Life 
Insurance Act, effective October 8, 1940, in order to permit payment on an 
annual basis when monthly installments are less than $5 per month on behalf of 
an individual beneficiary (Resolution 382 

12. Seeking an amendment to section 619 of the National Service Life Insurance 
Act whereby veterans of service between October 8, 1940, and September 2, 
1945, if otherwise eligible, would be permitted to take out national service life 
insurance during 1 year from date of enactment (Resolution 383). 


The CHarrMan. Thank you very much. 

The committee stands in recess until 10 o’clock tomorrow. 

(Whereupon, at 11:50 a. m., the hearing was recessed until 10 a. m., 
Wednesday, February 17, 1954.) 





